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REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS 
OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 
OF THE UNITED STATES 


March 10, 1998 


The Judicial Conference of the United States convened in Washington, 
D.C., on March 10, 1998, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice of the United 
States issued under 28 U.S.C. § 331. The Chief Justice presided, and the 


following members of the Conference were present: 
First Circuit: 
Chief Judge Juan R. Torruella 


Judge Joseph A. DiClerico, 
District of New Hampshire 


Second Circuit: 


Chief Judge Ralph K. Winter, Jr. 
Judge Peter C. Dorsey, 
District of Cuiinecticut 
Third Circuit: 


Chief Judge Edward R. Becker 
Chief Judge Donald E. Ziegler, 
Western District of Pennsylvania 


Fourth Circuit: 


Chief Judge J. Harvie Wilkinson III 
Chief Judge Charles H. Haden I!, 
Southern District of West Virginia 
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Fifth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Henry A. Politz 
Judge William H. Barbour, Jr., 
Southern District of Mississippi 


Sixth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Boyce F. Martin, Jr. 


Chief Judge Julia Smith Gibbons, ' 
Western District of Tennessee 


Seventh Circuit: 


Judge Robert L. Miller, Jr., 
Northern District of Indiana 


Eighth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Richard S. Amold 
Judge James M. Rosenbaum, 
District of Minnesota 
Ninth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Procter Hug, Jr. 
Judge Lloyd D. George, 
District of Nevada 
Tenth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Stephanie K. Seymour 


Judge Ralph G. Thompson, 
Western District of Oklahoma 


‘Designated by the Chief Justice 
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Eleventh Circuit: 


Chief Judge Joseph W. Hatchett 
Judge Wm. Terrell Hodges, 
Middle District of Florida 


District of Columbia Circuit: 


Chief Judge Harry T. Edwards 
Chief Judge Norma H. Johnson, 
District of Columbia 


Federal Circuit: 

Chief Judge H. Robert Mayer 
Court of International Trade: 

Chief Judge Gregory W. Carman 


Circuit Judges Stephen H. Anderson, Emmett R. Cox, W. Eugene Davis, 
David R. Hansen, Alan D. Lourie, Paul V. Niemeyer, Norman H. Stahl, and 
David R. Thompson and District Judges Edwarc B. Davis, John G. Heyburn II, 
D. Brock Hornby, George P. Kazen, Edward W. Nottingham, Philip M. Pro, and 
Alicemarie H. Stotler attended the Conferer.ce session. Jill Sayenga, Circuit 
Executive for the District of Columbia Circuit, was also present. 


Senators Orrin Hatch and Patrick Leahy and Representatives Henry J. 
Hyde and Howard Coble spoke on matters pending in Congress of interest to the 
Conference. Attorney General Janet Reno and Solicitor General Seth P. Waxman 
addressed the Conference on matters of mutual interest to the judiciary and the 
Department of Justice. 


Leonidas Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts, attended the session of the Conference, as did Clarence A. 
Lee, Jr., Associate Director for Management and Operations; William R. Burchill, 
Jr., Associate Director and General Counsel; Karen K. Siegel, Assistant Director, 
Judicial Conference Executive Secretariat; Michael W. Blommer, Assistant 
Director, Legislative Affairs; Wendy Jennis, Deputy Assistant Director, Judicial 
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Conference Executive Secretariat; and David Sellers, Deputy Assistant Director, 
Public Affairs. Judge Rya W. Zobel and Russell R. Wheeler, Director and Deputy 
Director of the Federal Judicial Center, also attended the session of the 
Conference, as did James Duff, Administrative Assistant to the Chief Justice; 
Mary Ann Willis, Supreme Court Staff Counsel; and judicial fellows Robert 
Clayman, David Pimentel and Harry L. Pohlman. 


REPORTS 


Mr. Mecham reported to the Conference on the judicial business of the 
courts and on matters relating to the Administrative Office. Judge Zobel spoke to 
the Conference about Federal Judicial Center programs, and Judge Richard 
Conaboy, Chairman of the United States Sentencing Commission, reported on 
Sentencing Commission activities. 


ELECTIONS 


The Judicial Conference elected to membership on the Board of the 
Federal Judicial Center Judge Stanley Marcus, Eleventh Circuit, for a four-year 
term vice Judge Marvin E. Aspen, Illinois (Northern) and Judge Jean C. Hamilton, 
Missouri (Eastern), to fill the unexpired term of Judge Pasco Bowman (Eighth 
Circuit). 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 


RESOLUTION 


On behalf of the Judicial Conference, the Executive Committee approved 
the following resolution honoring Chief Judge Richard S. Arnold for his service to 
the Judicial Conference: 


March i0, 1998 


The Judicial Conference of the United States notes with 
deep regret the departure from its ranks of our esteemed friend and 
colleague, the Honorable 


RICHARD S. ARNOLD 


Chief Judge of the United States Court of Appeals for the Eighth 
Circuit and member of this body since 1992. 


Recognized throughout the judiciary for his gifted intellect, 
integrity, and statesmanlike demeanor, Judge Arnold has 
contributed selflessly and immeasurably to the administration of 
the federal court system. From his leadership of the Conference’s 
Budget Committee to his dedicated service on the Executive 
Committee, he has demonstrated unwavering good judgment and 
has earned our utmost respect and gratitude. 


Judge Arnold is a gracious and warmhearted individual 
who does not hesitate to exercise his keen, dry wit in a manner that 
is always uplifting and constructive. He is an invaluable asset to 
the judiciary and a valued friend. We will sorely miss him at 
Conference sessions, but look forward to his significant future 
contributions to the judiciary. 


It is our pleasure to pay tribute to Judge Richard Amold 
and to express our sincere appreciation for his friendship and for 
his countless accomplishments in the administration of justice. 


MISCELLANEOUS ACTIONS 


The Executive Committee: 


° Revised the fiscal year 1998 Salaries and Expenses financial plan to (a) 
authorize use of $9 million in reserve funds for priority space alterations 
projects, for which the judiciary anticipates receiving a reduction in rent 
from the General Services Administration (GSA); and (b) approve the use 
of $3.7 million to fund additional temporary staffing resources for court 
units to meet short-term increases in workload associated with several 
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alitomation systems and for financial duties resulting from recent 
legislation. 


A.xced, on recommendation of the Committee on Financial Disclosure, to 
“ppoii » legislative proposal that would allow the release of public 
inancial disclosure forms to be deferred where the revealing of sensitive 

a... personal information would endanger an individual judicial officer or 

employee. This position was subsequently modified by the Judicial 

Conference. See infra, “Financial Disclosure Reports,” p. 16. 


Agreed, on recommendation of the Committee on the Administration of 
the Magistrate Judges System, to increase the salary of the part-time 
magistrate judge position at Redding, California from Level 5 to Level 4, 
redesignate the part-time magistrate judge position at Redding as Redding 
or Susanville, and discontinue the part-time magistrate judge position at 
Susanville. See infra, “Changes in Magistrate Judge Positions,” p. 27. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on the Administrative Office reviewed the progress of 


efforts to improve the Administrative Office’s advisory structure. In addition, the 
Committee discussed the Federal Judicial Center’s motions on training 
responsibilities and organizational relationships with the Administrative Office. 
The Committee was also briefed by AO cxecutives on initiatives in the areas of 
public affairs, employee benefits, and information technology. 


COMMITTEE ON AUTOMATION AND 
TECHNOLOGY 


LONG RANGE PLAN FOR INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 


Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 612, the Committee on Automation and 
Technology recommended approval of the fiscal year 1998 update to the Long 
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Range Plan for Information Technology in the Federal Judiciary (formerly 
entitled Long Range Plan for Automation in the Federal Judiciary). The Judicial 
Conference approved the recommendation. 


LOCAL INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY COMMITTEES 


On recommendation of the Automation and Technology Committee, the 
Judicial Conference agreed to urge each court to consider creating a local 
information technology committee. These groups, generally comprised of judges 
and other court staff who represent all categories of information technology users, 
would facilitate training and communications on information technology issues, 
projects, and innovations. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 


CHAPTER 7 FILING FEE WAIVER PROGRAM 


In the judiciary appropriations act for fiscal year 1994 (Pub. L. No. 103- 
121), Congress directed the Judicial Conference to study the effect of waiving the 
filing fee in Chapter 7 cases for individual debtors who are unable to pay the fee 
even in installments. At the request and under the guidance of the Committee on 
the Administration of the Bankruptcy System, a study was conducted by the 
Federai Judicial Center. The report of the study, entitled /mplementing and 
Evaluating the Chapter 7 Filing Fee Waiver Program, describes the 
implementation of the pilot program, projects the number of fee waiver 
applications and associated costs if a national program were to be implemented, 
and discusses issues to be addressed by subsequent legislation or rules if the 
program were implemented nationwide. On recommendation of the Committee, 
the Judicial Conference approved the report for submission to Congress by 
March 31, 1998. 
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BANKRUPTCY CHIEF JUDGES 


Under 28 U.S.C. § 154(b), a chief judge of the bankruptcy court shall be 
designated in each district court having more than one bankruptcy judge. Section 
154(b) is silent on any tenure, age, or seniority criteria for appointing chief 
bankruptcy judges, and there is considerable variation among the district courts on 
these matters. In March 1994, the Judicial Conference tabled a recommendation 
of the Bankruptcy Committee that it approve guidelines regarding the tenure of 
chief bankruptcy judges (JCUS-MAR 94, p. 11). At this session, the Conference 
approved a more limited proposal by the Committee that district courts be 
encouraged to appoint a chief bankruptcy judge for a set term of up to seven years, 
with the possibility of reappointment. 


BANKRUPTCY JUDGES’ RETIREMENT REGULATIONS 


On recommendation of the Bankruptcy Committee, the Judicial 
Conference approved amendments to sections 6.03 (concerning the offset of an 
annuity under the Judicial Retirement System to recover prior government 
contributions to the Thrift Savings Plan) and 12.02 (regarding continuation of 
coverage under the Judicial Survivors’ Annuities System for a judge who retires 
on a deferred annuity) of the Regulations of the Director Implementing the 
Retirement and Survivors’ Annuities for Bankruptcy Judges and Magistrates Act 
of 1988. The revisions will conform the guidelines to recent statutory 
amendments. See also infra, “Magistrate Judges’ Retirement Regulations,” 

p. 25. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on the Budget reported that the presentation of the 
judiciary’s fiscal year 1999 congressional budget request changed from previous 
years to align the request more closely with actual expenditures. This change is 
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technical only and does not alter the budget formulation process nor the bottom 
line request. The new presentation is more accurate and easier to explain. 


COMMITTEE ON CODES OF CONDUCT 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Codes of Conduct reported that since its last report to 
the Conference in September 1997, the Committee received 30 new written 
inquiries and issued 31 written advisory responses. During this period, the 
average response time for requests has been 23 days, excluding responses that are 
held for discussion at Committee meetings. The chairman received and responded 
to 22 telephonic inquiries. In addition, individual Committee members responded 
to 64 inquiries from their colleagues. 


COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION 
AND CASE MANAGEMENT 


JUROR ATTENDANCE FEE 


The Court Administration and Case Management Committee considered 
ways to ease the burden of individuals for whom jury service is a financial 
hardship. Rather than seek an across-the-board increase in the $40 attendance fee 
for all jurors, the Committee determined to focus on the aggravated burden of 
jurors who serve on lengthy trials. Currently, 28 U.S.C. § 1871(b)(2) provides 
discretion for courts to pay an additional amount up to $10 in excess of the fee 
after 30 days of service. On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial 
Conference agreed to propose legislation to reduce from 30 to five the number of 
required days of attendance by jurors hearing one case in order to be eligible for 
the additional fee, as provided by § 1871(b)(2). 
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SHARING COURT FACILITIES 


At its March 1997 session, the Judicial Conference strongly encouraged 
courts to enter into shared court facilities arrangements with state and local 
governments, or other entities, to reduce space rental costs (JCUS-MAR 97, p. 
40). In an effort to provide guidance to courts implementing shared arrangements, 
the Committee on Court Administration and Case Management considered the 
implications of the Judicial Conference’s policy on cameras in the courtroom 
when facilities are shared. The Committee recommended to the Conference, inter 
alia, that a state court using a federal court facility for a state judicial proceeding 
be permitted, at the discretion of the local court, to allow media cameras if 
authorized by state law. This recommendation was modified by the Judicial 
Conference, which approved the following: 


A federal judge who uses a state facility to conduct a federal 
proceeding is nevertheless bound by Judicial Conference policies, 
including the policy on cameras in the courtroom. The Judicial 
Conference policy on cameras in the courtroom also governs when 
a state court uses a federal facility to conduct state court judicial 
proceedings. 


COMBINING FUNCTIONS OF THE BANKRUPTCY AND 
DISTRICT COURT CLERKS’ OFFICES 


In September 1996, the Judicial Conference, after reviewing a report by 
the National Academy of Public Administration on administrative structures of 
the federal trial courts, agreed to encourage courts to examine their administrative 
delivery systems and consider more efficient structures for the provision of 
administrative services (JCUS-SEP 96, pp. 53-54). As a result, some courts 
began to consider reorganizing or combining the administrative or operational 
functions of the district and bankruptcy clerks’ offices. Since consolidation of the 
two offices implicates 28 U.S.C. § 156(d), which requires approval of the Judicial 
Conference and the Congress prior to a consolidation of the bankruptcy court 
clerk’s office with the district court clerk’s office, the Committee on Court 
Administration and Case Management determined that guidance should be 
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provided to the cours on the issue of when administrative restructuring rises to 
the level of consolidation, thereby triguering the provisions of § 156(d). Working 
with the Bankruptcy Committee and after widespread distribution for comment, 
the Committee on Court Administration and Case Management recommended, 
and the Judicial Conference approved, procedures for combining functions of the 
clerks’ offices in the district and bankruptcy courts. These procedures will be 
published in the Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures. 


STATISTICAL REPORTING OF BANKRUPTCY APPEALS 


Under the present statistical reporting system for district courts, adopted in 
1991 to meet the requirements of the Civil Justice Reform Act (CJRA), all 
motions pending over six months, all bench trials under submission for over six 
months, and all cases pending for over three years must be included in the 
statistical reports, which also include the names of the district judges and the case 
names and numbers. Appeals taken from orders and decrees issued by bankruptcy 
judges pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 158 are not included in the present reporting 
system. In order to assist in directing judges’ attention to bankruptcy appeals and 
avoid undue delays in providing finality to matters where delay can be financially 
detrimental to the parties, the Judicial Conference approved a Court 
Administration and Case Management Committee recommendation to 


a Require the semi-annual public statistical reports now required by the 
Judicial Conference from the judges in the district courts to be expanded 
to include appeals to the district courts taken from orders and decrees 
issued by bankruptcy judges pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 158; 


b. Define the “pending date” for such appeals as 60 days from the date of the 
docketing of the appeal in the district court; and 


c. Require that all bankruptcy appeals pending over six months in the district 
courts be included in the reports. 
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GRADUATED FEE STUDY 


The judiciary appropriations act for fiscal year 1994 (Pub. L. No. 103-121) 
directed the Judicial Conference to study, in at least six judicial districts, the 
impact of a graduated fee system for cases filed under chapters 11 and 13 of title 
11, United States Code. A study was conducted by the Administrative Office, and 
the resulting report was reviewed by both the Bankruptcy Committee and the 
Committee on Court Administration and Case Management. The Committees 
agreed with the conclusion of the report that the current fixed-fee filing system 
should not be replaced by a graduated fee system. On recommendation of the 
Court Administration and Case Management Committee, the Judicial Conference 
agreed to transmit to Congress the report regarding graduated filing fees in the 
bankruptcy courts. 


CIVIL JUSTICE REFORM ACT 


Under the Civil Justice Reform Act of 1990, 28 U.S.C. §§ 471-478 (which 
include almost all of the substantive requirements of the Act) were scheduled to 
sunset on December 1, 1997. However, prior to the sunset date, Public Law No. 
105-53 was enacted, which provides, in part, that § 476, dealing with statistical 
reporting, shall remain in effect permanently and that § 471 be deleted from the 
sunset provisions. Section 471 requires all 94 district courts to implement a civil 
justice expense and delay reduction plan, and all courts met this requirement by 
December 1993. Without the other six code sections that define the substantive 
and procedural standards of the CJRA program, which were allowed to expire, 
continued existence of § 471 is incongruous. On recommendation of the 
Committee on Court Administration and Case Management, the Judicial 
Conference agreed to propose legislation to amend section 103(b)(2)(A) of the 
Civil Justice Reform Act, as amended by Public Law No. 105-53, to reinstate the 
sunset provision’s applicability to 28 U.S.C. § 471. 
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COMMITTEE ON CRIMINAL LAW 


SENTENCING AUTHORITIES 


The Department of Justice has proposed amendments to five provisions of 
title 18, United States Code, 18 U.S.C. §§ 401 (criminal contempt), 1705 
(destruction of letter boxes), 1916 (unauthorized employment or disposition of 
lapsed appropriations), 2234 (willfully exceeding authority in executing a search 
warrant), and 2235 (maliciously procuring and executing a search warrant), each 
of which currently expressly provides for the imposition of imprisonment or a 
fine, but not both. The amendments, which would allow for a sentence of a fine, 
imprisonment or both, would permit a court the customary sentencing flexibility 
to impose both a fine and a prison term when appropriate. On recommendation of 
the Committee on Criminal Law, the Judicial Conference concurred in the 
Department of Justice proposal to add the words “or both” at the appropriate place 
in each of the above provisions. 


COMMITTEE ON DEFENDER SERVICES 


QUALITY STEP INCREASES 


Because the salary policies of federal public defender organizations 
(FPDOs) are based on those developed and used by the Department of Justice for 
United States Attorneys’ offices (see 18 U.S.C. § 3006(g)(2)(A)) and are 
independent of the district courts, employee awards and other methods used by 
the courts for recognizing judiciary employees have been unavailable to the 
FPDOs. The only exception to this is the quality step increase (QSI), which is 
also used in the United States Attorneys’ offices. In fiscal year 1993, due to 
budgetary constraints, QSIs were suspended for judiciary employees, including 
FPDO personnel. On recommendation of the Committee on Defender Services, 
the Judicial Conference agreed to grant federal defenders the authority to reinstate 
Quality Step Increases for graded employees of federal defender organizations, to 
the same extent and within the same constraints as the offices of United States 
Attorneys. 
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CRIMINAL, JUSTICE ACT GUIDELINES 


On revising the Guidelines for the Administration of the Criminal Justice 
Act and Related Statutes (CJA Guidelines), (Volume VII, Guide to Judiciary 
Policies and Procedures), to conform with congressional defunding of post- 
conviction defender organizations, the Committee on Defender Services 
determined to recommend further modifications to subparagraph 6.03C 
(Consulting Services in Capital Federal Habeas Corpus Cases and in Federal 
Capital Prosecutions) of the CJA guidelines, and the deletion of Appendix | 
(Qualification Standards for Designation of Expert Consultant Panels) of the CJA 
Guidelines to ensure the efficient use of expert attorney consultants. The Judicial 
Conference approved the recommended revisions which would, among other 
things, limit an expert attorney consultant to providing “light” consultation 
services, ensure that an expert attorney consultant shall not be paid an hourly rate 
exceeding that which an appointed counsel could be authorized to be paid, and 
replace the phrase “exhaustion of state remedies” with “determination of need to 
exhaust state remedies” in a list of examples of the type of work that may be 
performed by expert attorney consultants. 


REPRESENTATION IN STATE COURT 


The Committee on Defender Services considered whether representation 
in state court to exhaust state remedies in capital habeas corpus proceedings is 
within the scope of a federal defender’s representation pursuant to the CJA’s 
“ancillary matters” authority, 18 U.S.C. § 3006A(c), or under 21 U.S.C. § 848(q). 
Acting under authority delegated to it by the Judicial Conference for approval of 
federal defender organization budgets and grants (JCUS-MAR 839, p. 19), the 
Committee adopted the position that, prospectively, CJA funds may not be 
expended to support legal representation in capital post-conviction proceedings in 
state court, except for the purpose of seeking a stay of execution to preserve the 
right to pursue federal habeas corpus. To extend comparable restrictions to the 
compensation of CJA panel attorneys, the Committee recommended that the 
Judicial Conference, prospectively, adopt the position that CJA funds may not be 
expended to support legal representation in capital post-conviction proceedings in 
state court, except for the purpose of seeking a stay of execution to preserve the 
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right to pursue federal habeas corpus. The Judicial Conference declined to 
approve the Committee’s recommendation. 


CJA FORM 23 


To import the penalty of perjury assurance of an oath to the signature at 
the bottom of CJA Form 23 (Financial Affidavit in Support of Request for 
Attorney, Expert or Other Court Services Without Payment of Fee), the 
Committee on Defender Services recommended that the warning and certification 
statement of the form be revised to incorporate the language in 28 U.S.C. 

§ 1746(2) (unsworn declarations under penalty of perjury). The Judicial 
Conference approved the recommendation. 


COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL-STATE 
JURISDICTION 


VIRGIN ISLANDS DISTRICT COURT 


In September 1997, the Third Circuit Judicial Council unanimously 
adopted a resolution urging the Judicial Conference to support Article III status 
for the District Court of the Virgin Islands, currently a territorial court established 
under Article IV of the Constitution. In recent years, the Conference has viewed 
“commonwealth” status as a significant factor in considering the justification for 
Article III status. See, e.g., JCUS-SEP 94, p. 51; JCUS-MAR 94, p. 19. The 
Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction carefully considered the Judicial 
Council’s resolution and agreed that, although the Virgin Islands has not sought or 
been granted commonwealth status, it has permanent ties to the United States and 
enjoys many of the attributes of a state. Moreover, the adjudicatory role of the 
District Court of the Virgin Islands is virtually identical to that of other district 
courts and the need for judicial independence equally as strong. Thus, for these 
reasons, as well as the assertion that no additional costs would be required, the 
Committee recommended, and the Judicial Conference agreed, that the 
Conference support the Third Circuit Judicial Council resolution recommending 
that the District Court of the Virgin Islands be made an Article III court. 
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COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE 


FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE REPORTS 


Section 105 of the Ethics in Government Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. app. 4, 
§ 105), as amended, requires the release of financial disclosure reports to any 
member of the public who properly completes a request form and indicates that he 
or she understands the prohibitions on the use of the information contained in the 
report. Personal information not required by the statute is redacted prior to 
release, and judges are notified that their reports have been released. In response 
to security concerns when the safety of a particular judge is threatened, the United 
States Marshals Service drafted legislation to amend § 105 to defer the release of 
public financial disclosure forms where such a threat exists. Slightly modifying a 
recommendation of the Committee on Financial Disclosure, which had consulted 
with the Committee on Security and Facilities, the Judicial Conference agreed to 
support in principle enactment of legislation that would at least allow the release 
of financial disclosure forms to be deferred where the revealing of sensitive and 
personal information would endanger the individual judicial officer or employee. 
See also supra, “Miscellaneous Actions,” p. 6. 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Financial Disclosure reported that as of January 15, 
1998, it had received 3,062 financial disclosure reports and certifications for the 
calendar year 1996, including 1,274 reports and certifications from Supreme 
Court justices, Article III judges and judicial officers of special courts; 338 from 
bankruptcy judges; 480 from magistrate judges; and 970 from judicial employees. 


COMMITTE® ©’ ‘.WfERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 


—_—_———e 


COMK. iEE ACTIVITIES 
The Committee on Intercircuit Assignments reported that during the 


period from July 1, 1997 to December 31, 1997, a total of 75 intercircuit 
assignments, undertaken by 60 Article III judges, were processed and 
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recommended by the Committee and approved by the Chief Justice. In addition 
the Committee aided courts requesting assistance in identifying judges willing to 
take assignments. The Committee further reported that the Chief Justice had 
approved its recommended changes to the Guidelines for the Intercircuit 
Assignment of Article III Judges, which have been distributed to all judges. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
JUDICIAL RELATIONS 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on International Judicial Relations reported that it is 
considering proposals for potential rule of law programs to be funded by a grant 
from the United States Agency for International Development, as approved by the 
Judicial Conference in September 1997 (JCUS-SEP 97, pp. 72-73). Each 
program wiil be reviewed by the Executive Committee before implementation. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 


JUDICIAL COMPENSATION 


In January 1997, the Judicial Conference unanimously endorsed the 
pursuit of legislation to accomplish the following objectives: (a) give judges a 
catch-up pay adjustment; (b) sever the linkage between judicial, congressional, 
and Executive Schedule compensation and substitute linking judges’ salary 
adjustments to the mechanism for adjusting General Schedule pay rates; and (c) 
repeal section 140 of Public Law No. 97-92 (JCUS-MAR 97, pp. 26, 41). 
Subsequently Congress enacted legislation which enabled the judges to receive a 
2.3 percent 1998 Employment Cost Index (ECI) adjustment. Believing that the 
judiciary should focus congressional and executive branch attention on the need to 
reestablish an institutional mechanism to deal with the impending problem of 
salary compression, the Committee on the Judicial Branch recommended, and the 
Judicial Conference adopted, a resolution to— 


a. Seek vigorously a cost-of-living adjustment for federal judges, Members 
of Congress, and top officials in the executive branch for 1999; 
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b. Continue to seek the repeal of section 140 of Public Law No. 97-92; and 


c. Support the revitalization of a federal salary-fixing entity similar to the 
former Commission on Executive, Legislative and Judicial Salaries. 


FEDERAL EMPLOYEES GROUP LIFE INSURANCE 


The Judicial Branch Committee made two recommendations relating to 
the Federal Employees Group Life Insurance Program (FEGLI): The first would 
increase the amount of supplemental additional coverage under Option B of the 
FEGLI program from the current limit of five times the employee's annual rate of 
pay or that of Executive Schedule Level II (whichever is lower); and the second 
would allow a re-employed annuitant to retain full FEGLI program Option B 
coverage after the completion of recall status. The Judicial Conference endorsed 
the concepts of these proposals. 


JUDGES’ TRAVEL 


In light of the inadequacy of the current judges’ maximum daily 
subsistence allowance in a number of metropolitan areas that are experiencing a 
severe shortage of hotel rooms, the Judicial Conference approved a Judicial 
Branch Committee recommendation to increase by $25 the maximum daily 
subsistence allowance for judges’ travel. 


The Committee was asked to consider a proposal by Senate Judiciary 
Subcommittee Chairman Charles Grassley that a provision be included in a 
bankruptcy judgeship bill which would require bankruptcy judges to seek pre- and 
post-travel approval of non-case related professional (non-personal) travel from 
their chief bankruptcy judges, and that such travel be reported annually to 
Congress by the Director of the Administrative Office. It was the Committee’s 
view, shared by the Bankruptcy Committee, that although Congress has a 
legitimate interest in how the judiciary spends appropriated funds, the provision 
would impose unjustifiable administrative burdens and unnecessarily require 
advance clearance for travel plainly appropriate in purpose and scope. On 
recommendation of the Judicial Branch Committee, the Conference agreed to (a) 
affirm the importance of travel undertaken for governance and educational 
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purposes in achieving judiciary and public policy objectives; and (b) reaffirm 
strongly the judiciary’s obligation, responsibility, and authority to regulate 
judicial travel, and oppose specific legislative regulation of such travel. The 
Judicial Conference declined to adopt a third Committee proposal that judges be 
required to report non-case related officia! travel to the appropriate chief judge. 


COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL RESOURCES 


ARTICLE III JUDGESHIP NEEDS 


Courts of Appeals. In March 1997, the Judicial Conference voted to 
recommend an additional judgeship for the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals (JCUS- 
MAR 97, pp. 26-27). At the request of the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals and on 
recommendation of the Committee on Judicial Resources, the Judicial Conference 
agreed at this session to rescind its recommendation for the additional Fifth 
Circuit judgeship. 


Court of Appeals Judgeship Survey. In response to congressional 
interest in the judiciary’s developing an internal mechanism for recommending 
that judgeship vacancies not be filled, the Judicial Conference, in March 1$97, 
approved a process for reviewing workload situations in the district courts that 
may suggest the need to recommend not filling a vacant judgeship or eliminating a 
judgeship (JCUS-MAR 97, p. 27). After opportunity for comment by circuit 
judicial councils, the Committee on Judicial Resources proposed a similar 
mechanism for the courts of appeals. The Judicial Conference approved the 
process to be included in the biennial judgeship surveys for determining when to 
recommend that a vacancy not be filled or a position be eliminated in the courts of 
appeals beginning with the next survey. Since the United States Courts of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia and the Federal Circuits are currently 
excluded from the process and standards used by the Conference for determining 
judgeship needs, those courts would be excluded also from this process. 


District Courts. In March 1996, the Judicial Conference recommended 
conversion of an existing temporary judgeship in the Northern District of 
Alabama to a permanent position (JCUS-MAR 96, p. 24). The temporary 
judgeship in that district lapsed in May 1996, and the district was not included for 
a judgeship in the temporary judgeship bill which was approved by Congress in 
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October 1997 (Pub. L. No. 105-53). Since the need for an additional judge 
remains, the Judicial Conference approved a Judicial Resources Committee 
recommendation to amend its judgeship request to Congress to include one 
additional permanent judgeship for the Northern District of Alabama. 


The Judiciai Conference, in September 1996, recommended one additional 
temporary judgeship for the Middle District of Louisiana (JCUS-SEP 96, pp. 59- 
60). However, the district’s need for an additional judge was satisfied with the 
enactment of Public Law No. 105-53, which transferred one permanent judgeship 
from the Eastern District of Louisiana to the Middle District. With the 
concurrence of the chief judge of the Middle District of Louisiana, the Judicial 
Resources Committee recommended, and the Judicial Conference agreed, to 
amend its judgeship request to exclude the additional temporary judgeship for the 
Middle District of Louisiana. 


ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION 


The Judicial Resources Committee had been directed by the Judicial 
Conference to “consider the development of a funding mechanism for addressing 
alternative dispute resolution (ADR) staffing resources in the courts and report 
back to the Judicial Conference” (JCUS-MAR 97, p. 16). Using the results of a 
survey of all district courts, the Committee developed a staffing factor for the 
ADR programs in most district courts and a separate staffing factor for six 
districts with extensive ADR programs. On recommendation of the Committee, 
the Judicial Conference approved a staffing factor of 2.17 hours for each case 
participating in a local ADR program. This factor will be applied to most district 
courts beginning in fiscal year 1999 meeting the following criteria: 


a. The district court must have an established ADR program that is certified 
by the chief judge (excluding Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 16 judicial 
settlement conferences); 


b. District clerk’s office resources must be used to administer the program; 


¢. The ADR program has to have been in place long enough for the district 
court or the Administrative Office to accumulate one year’s worth of data; 
and 
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d, The ADR program must be effective. 


For the following six districts, which have extensive ADR programs, the 
Judicial Conference approved a staffing factor of 4.38 hours per case in an ADR 
program, plus a constant of 1397.23 hours, to be applied beginning in fiscal year 
1999; Northern District of California, Middle District of Florida, Western District 
of Missouri, District of New Jersey, Eastern District of New York, and Eastern 
District of Pennsylvania. 


In order to allow courts an additional six months for an orderly transition 
of functions and to prepare for any loss of resources associated with the sunset of 
the Civil Justice Reform Act or the redistribution of arbitration funds, the Judicial 
Conference approved a Judicial Resources Committee recommendation that 
funding for CJRA staffing resources in district courts be continued through the 
end of fiscal year 1998. 


COURTROOM SUPPORT FOR DISTRICT JUDGES 


When an active district judge resigns, retires, or dies, staffing credit and 
the associated funding for courtroom support are eliminated in the following fiscal 
year’s allocation, unless the judicial vacancy is filled. However, tie caseload 
continues to exist and rec uires management. On recommendation of the Judicial 
Resources Committee, the Judicial Conference authorized the provision of 
courtroom deputy clerk staffing credit and associated funding based on judicial 
vacancies when an active district judge leaves the court without taking senior 
status. 


SALARY MATCHING/ADVANCED IN-STEP APPOINTMENT 


The Judicial Conference approved a recommendation of the Judicial 
Resources Committee to amend the salary matching/advanced in-step 
appointment policy to allow setting the starting salary of a newly hired Court 
Personnel System employee at any step of the classification level, in any situation 
where an applicant has unusually high or unique qualifications directly pertinent 
to the position being filled and/or because of a special need of the court unit for 
the applicant’s services. The change allows courts the option of neg ating 
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starting salaries for new employees and enables court units to compete favorably 
with the executive branch. 


CIRCUIT EXECUTIVES’ OFFICES 


In September 1991, the Judicial Conference established a staffing 
methodology and staffing ceilings for circuit executives’ offices (JCUS-SEP 91, 
p. 63). To update the formula and adjust for an error in the original study 
methodology, the Judicial Conference, oi: recommendation of the Judicial 
Resources Committee, approved revised staffing ceilings for circuit executives’ 
offices, increasing the authorized staffing levels from 221.5 to 240.2 for fiscal 
year 2000. In addition, the Conference authorized the Director of the 
Administrative Office to approve new work units within these revised ceilings, 
beginning in fiscal year 2000, based on a demonstration of need and the 
availability of funding. 


SUPPLEMENTAL BENEFITS 


The basic federal benefits package available to most judiciary employees 
provides retirement coverage, health and life insurance, and a tax-deferred savings 
opportunity under the Thrift Savings Plan. However, with specific legislative 
authority, non-salary benefits are offered by several federal agencies to their 
employees in addition to the base federal benefits package. In order to continue to 
attract and retain a competent workforce, the Judicial Conference agreed with a 
proposal of the Judicial Resources Committee that it seek legislation to provide 
the Director of the Administrative Office the discretion to establish a program of 
supplemental benefits for judicial officers and employees. 


LIABILITY INSURANCE 


Public Law No. 104-201 authorizes both executive and legislative branch 
agencies to reimburse qualified employees for some of the costs incurred for 
professional liability insurance. This provision does not apply to the judiciary. 
On recommendation of the Committee on Judicial Resources, the Judicial 
Conference agreed to seek an amendment to include coverage of the judicial 
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branch in section 636 0: ublic Law No. 104-201, which authorizes 
reimbursement of any qualified employee for not to exceed one-half the costs 
incurred by such employee for professional liability insurance. 


PERSONAL ASSISTANTS FOR INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES 


In keeping with its commitment to the principles of the Rehabilitation Act 
of 1973 and the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, the judiciary has sought 
to provide reasonable accommodations for its judicial officers and employees with 
disabilities, including providing equipment and devices that will allow members 
of the court family to perform job tasks, as well as funds to provide personal 
assistants for those involved in training, when necessary. However, the judiciary 
lacks explicit authority to use appropriated funds to hire personal assistants for 
judicial officers and employees with disabilities (e.g., readers for the blind and 
interpreters for the deaf) to assist in day-to-day work. The Judicial Conference 
approved a Judicial Resources Committee recommendation that it seek legislation 
to include the judiciary in 5 U.S.C. § 3102 so as to give the judiciary explicit 
authority, comparable to the executive branch, to hire personal assistants for 
employees with disabilities. 


DEPENDENT CARE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 


A dependent care assistance program (DCAP) allows an employer to 
provide dependent care benefits to its employees tax-free, subject to certain limits. 
In response to a request from Congress for comment on pending legislation 
establishing a DCAP for all federal employees, the Judicial Conference, on 
recommendation of the Judicial Resources Committee, agreed to support the 
establishment of dependent care assistance programs for federal employees as 
provided in H.R. 2213 (105" Congress), but with the modification that the 
Director of the Administrative Office be given the authority to establish a 
dependent care assistance program for the Third Branch. 
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COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE MAGISTRATE JUDGES SYSTEM 


AUTHORITY TO GRANT A CONTINUANCE OF A 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION 


In 1997, at the request of the Committee on Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, the Committee on the Administration of the Magistrate Judges System 
considered a proposal to seek legislation to amend 18 U.S.C. § 3060(c) to give 
magistrate judges the authority to grant a continuance of a preliminary 
examination without the defendant’s consent, and determined to endorse the 
proposal. Subsequently, the Rules Committee decided it would be more 
appropriate to propose an amendment to Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 5(c) 
and advise Congress of the need for a parallel statutory change later in the 
rulemaking process. The matter was referred to the Advisory Committee on 
Criminal Rules, which elected to take no action on the matter. In light of the 
Rules Committee’s determination not to pursue the matter, the Magistrate Judges 
Committee again considered the issue and recommended that the Judicial 
Conference endorse an amendment to 18 U.S.C. § 3060. The Judicial Conference 
determined to refer to both the Magistrate Judges Committee and the Committee 
on Rules of Practice and Procedure the issue of giving magistrate judges the 
authority to grant a continuance of a preliminary examination without the consent 
of the accused, with instructions to the Rules Committee to propose an 
amendment to Criminal Rule 5(c) consistent with the legislative amendment to 
18 U.S.C. § 3060 which has been proposed by the Magistrate Judges Committee. 


INTERCIRCUIT AND INTRACIRCUIT ASSIGNMENT OF 
MAGISTRATE JUDGES 


The temporary assignment of magistrate judges to other districts in 
emergency situations is permitted under 28 U.S.C. § 636(f). After opportunity for 
comment by the circuit judicial councils and on recommendation of the 
Magistrate Judges Committee, the Judicial Conference approved proposed 
Judicial Conference Guidelines for the Intercircuit and Intracircuit Assignment of 
United States Magistrate Judges for the temporary assignment of magistrate 
judges to other districts in emergency situations under 28 U.S.C. § 636(f). 
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AD HOC RECALL OF MAGISTRATE JUDGES 


On recommendation of the Magistrate Judges Committee, the Judicial 
Conference approved two amendments to the Regulations of the Judicial 
Conference of the United States Establishing Standards and Procedures for the 
Recall of United States Magistrate Judges. The first establishes workload 
standards for magistrate judges retired at less than full salary who are recalled to 
serve on a full-time basis, to ensure that the level of work provided is 
commensurate with the amount of recall compensation received. The second sets 
a cap (equal to the amount of compensation earned by an active part-time 
magistrate judge at the highest salary level (Level 1)) on the amount of annual 
salary that a retired magistrate judge may receive when recalled on a “when- 
actually-employed” basis. 


MAGISTRATE JUDGES’ RETIREMENT REGULATIONS 


As with the Bankruptcy Committee (see infra, “Bankruptcy Judges’ 
Retirement Regulations,” p. 8), the Magistrate Judges Committee also 
recommended amendments to sections 6.03 and 12.02 of the Regulations of the 
Director Implementing the Retirement and Survivors’ Annuities for Bankruptcy 
Judges and Magistrates Act of 1988. The amendments, which were approved by 
the Conference, will conform the guidelines to recent statutory amendments. 


CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE JUDGE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Magistrate Judges Committee and 
the recommendations of the Director of the Administrative Office, the district 
courts, and the judicial councils of the circuits, the Judicial Conference approved 
the following changes in positions, salaries, and arrangements for full-time and 
part-time magistrate judge positions. Changes with a budgetary impact are to be 
effective when appropriated funds are available. 
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FIRST CIRCUIT 


District of Maine 


Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


SECOND CIRCUIT 
Western District of New York 


l. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Rochester; 
and 


2. Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the other 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


FOURTH CIRCUIT 
Northern District of West Virginia 


1. Converted the part-time magistrate judge position at Wheeling to full-time 
status; and 


2. Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


SEVENTH CIRCUIT 
Southern District of Illinois 


Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


Southern District of Indiana 
l. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at New 


Albany from Level 8 ($3,167 per annum) to Level 7 ($5,279 per annum); 
and 
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2. Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


Western District of Wisconsin 


Made no change in the number, location, salaries, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


EIGHTH CIRCUIT 
District of Minnesota 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


District of South Dakota 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


NINTH CIRCUIT 
Eastern District of California 
l. Authorized an additionai full-time magistrate judge position at Fresno; 


2. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Redding 
from Level 5 ($21,115 per annum) to Level 4 ($31,672 per annum);* 


3. Redesignated the part-time magistrate judge position at Redding as 
Redding or Susanville;* 


4+ Discontinued the part-time magistrate judge position at Susanville;* and 


* Approved by the Executive Committee on behalf of the Judicial Conference on 


February 11, 1998. See supra, “Miscellaneous Actions,” p. 6. 
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5. Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 

Northern District of California 

l. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at San 
Francisco or Oakland; and 

2. Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 

Western District of Washington 

l. Discontinued the part-time magistrate judge position at Olympic National 
Park; 

2. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at 
Vancouver from Level 6 ($10,557 per annum) to Level 5 ($21,115 per 
annum); and 

3. Made no change in the number, locations, salaries or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 

TENTH CIRCUIT 

District of Wyoming 

l. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Casper 
from Level 8 ($3,167 per annum) to Level 7 ($5,279 per annum); and 

2. Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 


other magistrate judge positions in the district. 
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COMMITTEE TO REVIEW CIRCUIT 
COUNCIL CONDUCT AND DISABILITY 
ORDERS 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee reported on pending legislation, H.R. 1252 (105th 
Congress), which would amend the Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of 1980, 
28 U.S.C. § 372(c), to provide that any complaint of judicial misconduct or 
disability filed under the Act that is not dismissed at the outset by the chief judge 
of the circuit in which the complained-against judge serves shall be transferred to 
another circuit for further complaint proceedings. The provision has been 
amended since the Judicial Conference opposed it in April 1997 (JCUS-SEP 97, 
pp. 81-82). The Committee advised that no new Judicial Conference action was 
necessary, but that it would continue to monitor the legislation. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES OF PRACTICE 
AND PROCEDURE 


SIZE OF GRAND JURY 


H.R. 1536 (105th Congress) would reduce the size of a grand jury to not 
less than nine, nor more than thirteen persons and would require at least seven 
jurors to concur in an indictment so long as nine members were present. In 1975, 
the Advisory Committee on Criminal Rules favored similar legislation. However, 
the Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure, agreeing with the present 
position of its Advisory Committee on Criminal Rules, recommended that the 
Judicial Conference oppose H.R. 1536 for three reasons: a reduced grand jury 
would increase the possibility of a runaway prosecution, have less diversity of 
viewpoints and experiences, and cause diminished citizen participation. The 
Judicial Conference agreed to oppose the legislation. 
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COMMITTEE ON SECURITY AND FACILITIES 


FIVE-YEAR COURTHOUSE PROJECT PLAN 


At its March 1997 session, the Judicial Conference approved a five-year 
plan of courthouse projects arrayed in priority order for fiscal years 1998-2002 
(JCUS-MAR 97, p. 39). Because the President’s fiscal year 1998 budget did not 
include any funding for courthouse construction projects, all projects in the 1998- 
2002 plan have been delayed at least one year. After consultation with the chief 
circuit judges and circuit executives, the Committee on Security and Facilities 
proposed a five-year courthouse construction plan for the fiscal years 1999-2003, 
which the Judicial Conference endorsed. The Conference also voted to delegate 
to the Security and Facilities Committee the authority to move projects not 
included in the President’s fiscal year 1999 budget request, but shown in the fiscal 
year 1999 column of the plan, to fiscal year 2000. 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION IMPROVEMENT ACT 


A proposed bill, the General Services Administration Improvement Act of 
1997, H.R. 2751 (105th Congress), would, among other things, require 
submission to Congress of courtroom utilization data for existing and proposed 
new courthouses, information on courtroom sharing, and conformance with 
standards of the United States Courts Design Guide. The bill would also require 
comment and transmittal of the Design Guide by GSA to Congress on an annual 
basis. Noting that the bill was unnecessary in light of existing judiciary initiatives 
and that it is inappropriate to legislate administrative prerequisites in the area of 
fedeial real estate, the Security and Facilities Committee recommended that the 
Judicial Conference oppose those provisions of H.R. 2751 that affect the 
judiciary. The Conference concurred in the Committee’s recommendation. 


FUNDS FOR NEW BUILDINGS 


Funds borrowed by the government to finance the construction of 
buildings are accounted for in the federal budget as if they are spent in one to 
three years, even though, as in a mortgage, the funds plus interest might be paid to 
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the entity from which they were borrowed over a 20- or 30-year period. H.R. 623 
(105th Congress) would change the way these transactions are accounted for in 
the federal budget. The change would result in a more realistic and favorable 
treatment of capital investments in the federal budget to the benefit of the 
judiciary. On recommendation of the Security and Facilities Committee, the 
Judicial Conference agreed to endorse H.R. 623 with respect to financing 
mechanisms for public buildings. 


AD Hoc COMMITTEE TO STUDY MERITS OF 
MOTIONS RELATED TO THE REPORT OF THE 
AD HOC STRATEGIC PLANNING COMMITTEE 
OF THE FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER 


ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE/FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER 
RELATIONS 


In 1996, the Chief Justice appointed an Ad Hoc Strategic Planning 
Committee of the Federal Judicial Center to review and to make recommendations 
concerning the operations of the Federal Judicial Center in relation to its statutory 
missions. The Committee’s report, approved by the FJC Board in June 1997, 
included several recommendations concerning the relationship between the 
Administrative Office and the Federal Judicial Center. The FJC Director’s 
proposals (referred to as Motions A and B) for implementation of these 
recommendations were submitted to the Executive Committee, and in September 
1997, the Judicial Conference authorized the creation of an ad hoc committee, 
consisting of members of the Conference, to study the merits of the two motions 
(JCUS-SEP 97, p. 47). 


After hearing from both the Administrative Office and the Federal Judicial 
Center, as well as from a number of chairs of Judicial Conference committees, the 
Conference’s Ad Hoc Committee revised the two motions and recommended their 
endorsement by the Judicial Conference. The Conference unanimously adopted 
the recommendations which follow. With regard to the four-person Judicial 
Conference/Federal Judicial Center Working Group described below, the 
Conference anticipates that in actual practice, the Working Group will function 
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rarely, if ever, and any decisions it does make will result in accommodations that 


are acceptable to both directors. 


The Judicial Conference agrees that: 


The Federal Judicial Center (FJC) is the federal courts' 
primary educational agency, but the Administrative Office 
of the United States Courts (AO) nonetheless remains in 
control of its own educational programs. Under existing 
law, Conference policy, and established practice, 


l. the FJC is responsible generally for judicial 
training, case and court management training, and 
professional management education and training of 
supervisory and professional personnel; and 


2. the AO is responsible generally for education and 
training related to the proper performance of the 
administrative and operational duties vested in the 
Director of the AO by statute, and delegated by him 
to court personnel. 


The Interagency Coordinating Committee of Senior 
Managers referred to in the report of the 1990 AO/FJC 
Task Force shall be reinstituted. Composed of an equal 
number of AO and FJC personnel and co-chaired by the 
designees of the AO and FJC Directors, this Committee 
shall meet regularly and institute procedures to ensure that 
the 1993 interagency agreement and this declaration of 
policy are implemented. In particular, the Committee shall 
perform the following functions: 


l. assess the future education and training needs of the 
third branch; 


2. collaborate in the planning and formulation of 
specific training programs to meet unsatisfied needs 
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and respond to Conference ~“mmittee requests in 
regard to education; 


3. review periodically both existing as well as 
contemplated agency educational offerings, with 
each agency exchanging with the other in a timely 
fashion information concerning the design, 
substance, methodology, and faculty of these 
programs and whether an outside contractor or 


vendor has been or should be used; 

4. reduce any overlap in educational programs offered 
by the agencies and avoid even the appearance of 
duplication; 

5. coordinate with relevant committees of the Judicial 


Conference; and 


6. establish as necessary protocols to govern 
interagency relations in the field of education and 


The Judicial Conference approves the creation of a four-person 
Judicial Conference/Federal Judicial Center Working Group 
consisting of one member of the Conference and one member of 
the FJC Board (each to be designated by the Chief Justice), 
together with the Directors of the AO and the FJC, or their 
designees, to resolve interagency disputes between the FJC and the 
AO concerning education and training issues that cannot be 
resolved on the staff level. If the group cannot resolve an 
interagency dispute, it shall submit it to the Chief Justice for 
resolution or referral to the appropriate body. The Chief Justice 
shall have the discretion to dissolve the Working Group at any time 
he concludes that such action is in the best inter sts of the federal 
judiciary. 
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FUNDING 


All of the foregoing recommendations which require the expenditure of 
funds for implementation were approved by the Judicial Conference subject to the 
availability of funds, and subject to whatever priorities the Conference might 
establish for the use of‘ available resources. 


RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 


Except as otherwise specified, the Conference authorized the immediate 
release of matters considered by this session where necessary for legislative or 
administrative action. 


Chief Justice of the Uni 
Presiding 


en 
MMM "T —_ 
tates 
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REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS 
OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 
OF THE UNITED STATES 


September 15, 1998 


The Judicial Conference of the United States convened in Washington, 
D.C., on September 15, 1998, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice of the 
United States issued under 28 U.S.C. § 331. The Chief Justice presided, and the 


following members of the Conference were present: 


First Circuit: 


Chief Judge Juan R. Torruella 
Judge Joseph A. DiClerico, 
District of New Hampshire 


Second Circuit: 


Chief Judge Ralph K. Winter, Jr. 
Judge Peter C. Dorsey, 
District of Connecticut 


Third Circuit: 


Chief Judge Edward R. Becker 
Chief Judge Donald E. Ziegler, 


Western District of Pennsylvania 


Fourth Circuit: 


Chief Judge J. Harvie Wilkinson III 
Chief Judge Charles H. Haden II, 


Southern District of West Virginia 


95 


Judicial Conference of the United States 


Fifth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Henry A. Politz 
Judge William H. Barbour, Jr., 
Southern District of Mississippi 


Sixth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Boyce F. Martin, Jr. 
Judge Thomas A. Wiseman, Jr. 
Middle District of Tennessee 


Seventh Circuit: 


Chief Judge Richard A. Posner 
Judge Robert L. Miller, Jr., 
Northern District of Indiana 


Eighth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Pasco M. Bowman II 
Judge James M. Rosenbaum, 
District of Minnesota 
Ninth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Procter Hug, Jr. 


Judge Lloyd D. George, 
District of Nevada 


Tenth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Stephanie K. Seymour 


Judge Ralph G. Thompson, 
Western District of Oklahoma 
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Eleventh Circuit: 


Chief Judge Joseph W. Hatchett 
Judge Wm. Terrell Hodges, 
Middle District of Florida 


District of Columbia Circuit: 


Chief Judge Harry T. Edwards 
Chief Judge Norma H. Johnson, 
District of Columbia 


Federal Circuit: 

Chief Judge Haldane Robert Mayer 
Court of International Trade: 

Chief Judge Gregory W. Carman 


Circuit Judges Stephen H. Anderson, Emmett R. Cox, W. Eugene Davis, 
David R. Hansen, Paul V. Niemeyer, A. Raymond Randolph, Norman H. Stahl, 
and David R. Thompson and District Judges Edward B. Davis, Julia S. Gibbons, 
John G. Heyburn II, D. Brock Hornby, George P. Kazen, Philip M. Pro, 
Alicemarie H. Stotler, and William J. Zloch attended the Conference session. 
Collins Fitzpatrick, Circuit Executive for the Seventh Circuit, was also present. 


Senator Orrin G. Hatch spoke on matters pending in Congress of interest 
to the Conference. Attorney General Janet Reno addressed the Conference on 
matters of mutual interest to the judiciary and the Department of Justice. 


Leonidas Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts, attended the session of the Conference, as did Clarence A. 
Lee, Jr., Associate Director for Management and Operations; Wi. Burchill, 
Jr., Associate Director and General Counsel; Karen K. Siegel, Assisiant Director, 
Judicial Conference Executive Secretariat; Michael W. Blommer, Assistant 
Director, Legislative Affairs; Wendy Jennis, Deputy Assistant Director, Judicial 
Conference Executive Secretariat; and David Sellers, Deputy Assistant Director, 
Public Affairs. Judge Rya W. Zobel, Director of the Federal Judicial Center, also 
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attended the session of the Conference, as did James Duff, Administrative 
Assistant to the Chief Justice; Mary Ann Willis, Supreme Court Staff Counsel; 
and judicial fellows Mary Clark, Paul Fiorelli, Nancy Miller and Christie Warren. 


REPORTS 


Mr. Mecham reported to the Conference on the judicial business of the 
courts and on matters relating to the Administrative Office. Judge Zobel spoke to 
the Conference about Federal Judicial Center programs, and Judge Richard 
Conaboy, Chairman of the United States Sentencing Commission, reported on 
Sentencing Commission activities. 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 


LAW CLERK INTERVIEWS 


At its September 1993 session (JCUS-SEP 93, p. 49), in an effort to 
improve the law clerk hiring process, the Judicial Conference agreed to 
recommend to all judicial officers that March | of the year before a clerkship 
begins be the benchmark starting date for law clerk interviews. The policy is not 
binding on judges, and it has become apparent that it is not universally followed 
and, therefore, is not an accurate reflection of the practice in the courts. 
Moreover, there is no consensus within the judiciary as to whether any alternate 
standardized policy could be more successful in improving the law clerk hiring 
process. On recommendation of the Executive Committee, the Judicial 
Conference rescinded its September 1993 policy recommending that March | of 
the year before a clerkship begins be the benchmark starting date for law clerk 
interviews. 


RESOLUTIONS 


The Judicial Conference approved a recommendation of the Executive 
Committee to adopt the following resolution in recognition of the substantial 
contributions made by Judicial Conference committee chairs who will complete 
their terms of service in 1998: 
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The Judicial Conference of the United States recognizes with 
appreciation, respect and admiration the following judicial officers: 


HONORABLE A. RAYMOND RANDOLPH 
Committee on Codes of Conduct 


HONORABLE EMMETT R. COX 
Committee on Defender Services 


HONORABLE STEPHEN H. ANDERSON 
Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction 


HONORABLE FRANK J. MAGILL 
Committee on Financial Disclosure 


HONORABLE PHILIP M. PRO 
Committee on the Administration of the Magistrate Judges System 


HONORABLE ALICEMARIE H. STOTLER 
Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure 


Appointed as committee chairs by Chief Justice William H. 
Rehnquist, these outstanding jurists have played a vital role in the 
administration of the federal court system. These judges served with 
distinction as leaders of their Judicial Conference committees while, 
at the same time, continuing to perform their duties as judges in their 
own courts. They have set a standard of skilled leadership and 
earned our deep respect and sincere gratitude for their innumerable 
contributions. We acknowledge with appreciation their commitment 
and dedicated service to the Judicial Conference and to the entire 
federal judiciary. 
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THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES AND ITS 
COMMITTEES 


In February 1997, the Executive Committee undertook to update and 
codify numerous Conference and committee practices into a single document 
entitled The Judicial Conference of the United States and its Committees. Drafts 
of the document were distributed by the Committee for comment to Conference 
committee chairs, the Director of the Federal Judicial Center, and the Chief 
Justice, and the Committee addressed concerns raised. On recommendation of the 
Committee, the Conference approved the document, which can be used as a 
source reference for everyone, as well as a teaching device for new committee 
appointees and chairs. 


UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION 


With the resignation of the Chairman of the United States Sentencing 
Commission, Judge Richard Conaboy, on October 31, 1998, all seven seats on the 
Commission will be vacant. In the Commission’s 14-year history, its chairman 
has always been a federal judge. The Executive Committee strongly believes that 
this practice should be maintained in order to preserve the objectivity and 
independence of the Commission and its leadership. On recommendation of the 
Committee, the Judicial Conference agreed to urge the President, with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to continue the longstanding tradition of appointing a 
federal judge to chair the United States Sentencing Commission. 


DATA COLLECTION AND DISSEMINATION 


Legislative proposals on bankruptcy reform pending in the 105th Congress 
include differing provisions on the collection, publication, and reporting of 
bankruptcy statistics and case data. The proposals are inconsistent as to whether 
certain data on consumer debtors should be collected by the Executive Office for 
United States Trustees or the Administrative Office of the United States Courts, 
and provisions dealing with the release of all public record data held by 
bankruptcy clerks in electronic form raise significant privacy issues. On 
recommendation of the Committees on Judicial Resources and the Administration 
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of the Bankruptcy System, the Executive Committee approved, on behalf of the 
Conference, the adoption of the following position statements to be used in 
response to congressional proposals on data collection and dissemination (see also 
infra, “National Bankruptcy Review Commission,” pp. 46-58 (regarding 
Recommendations 4.1 .1-4.1.5)): 


It is the position of the Judicial Conference of the United States 
that the federal judiciary should collect and maintain those data it 
requires for its own operations to fulfill its statutory 
responsibilities. Accordingly, the collection of financial data on 
consumer debtors, if desired by Congress, should be assigned to 
the United States trustee system, which is responsible for 
supervising trustees and estates and approving distributions to 
creditors. 


It is the position of the Judicial Conference of the United States 
that the release of data held by the federal judiciary shall be subject 


to appropriate privacy concerns and safeguards. 


MISCELLANEOUS ACTIONS 


The Executive Committee: 


Approved proposed interim financial plans for fiscal year 1999 for the 
Salaries and Expenses, Defender Services, Fees of Jurors and 
Commissioners, and Court Security accounts, based on appropriations 
levels midway between the House and Senate allowances. The plans are 
to be considered final without further action upon the enactment of a 
judiciary appropriations bill, assuming the appropriations levels are 
sufficient to fund the plans.’ 


Approved an amended Memorandum of Understanding with the Federal 
Judicial Center Board and the Federal Judicial Center Foundation Board, 


' On October 21, 1998, an omnibus appropriations bill was enacted that included 
appropriations for the judiciary’s accounts at levels sufficient to fund the approved 
financial plans. 
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which clarifies the roles of the three organizations in administering funds 
received for the Judicial Conference’s benefit, establishes appropriate 
administrative mechanisms to maintain the separation of funds deposited 
for Conference use, and broadens the categories of programs for which 
monies may be received on the Conference’s behalf. 


Provided guidance to the Director of the Administrative Office on the 
judiciary’s response to certain provisions of the “Judicial Reform Act of 
1998” (H.R. 1252, 105" Congress). 


Authorized retroactive implementation of a $75 per hour rate for the in- 
court time of attorneys appointed under the Criminal Justice Act in an 
unusually complex and extended criminal case in the Southern District of 
Florida because of the unique and extraordinary circumstances of the case. 


Approved a recommendation of the Court Administration and Case 
Management Committee that it take no position on “The Alternative 
Dispute Resolution Act of 1998” (H.R. 3528, 105" Congress), provided 
that certain amendments were made, and determined that if the 
amendments were not made, the bill should be opposed. 


Agreed, on recommendation of the Committee on Judicial Resources, to 
revise the fiscal year 1998 Salaries and Expenses financial plan to 
authorize use of up to $1 million from the reserve to provide information, 
counseling, and software to judiciary employees who have an opportunity 
to switch from the Civil Service Retirement System to the Federal 
Employees Retirement System. 


On recommendation of the Magistrate Judges Committee and the Ninth 
Circuit Judicial Council, approved an increase in the salary of the part- 
time magistrate judge position at Santa Barbara, California, from Level 4 
($31,672 per annum) to Level 1 ($58,065 per annum), and agreed to 
discontinue the part-time magistrate judge position at San Luis Obispo, 
California. 


Approved an exception to the Judicial Conference policy disallowing the 
use of realtime reporting systems as an official method of recording 
bankruptcy proceedings (JCUS-MAR 94, p. 16) for a disabled judge in the 
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Southern District of California, and authorized the Director of the 
Administrative Office to grant similar exceptions for disabled judges in 
the future. 


As recommended by the Committee on International Judicial Relations, 
approved the use of grant funds from the United States Agency for 
International Development for six rule of law programs; the Judicial 
Conference sponsorship of, and the expenditure of up to $5,000 for, a 
program for Russian judges and administrators; and the use of $15,000 for 
a training needs assessment for Venezuelan judges. 


Authorized the creation of six reimbursable positions in the 
Administrative Office for a work measurement project, effective in fiscal 
year 1998, and six reimbursable positions for a benefits project, effective 
in fiscal year 1999. 


Expanded to the Northern District of Illinois a community affairs pilot 
program currently approved for two circuit executives’ offices. 


As a first step in the process of reevaluating the existing policy on 
relocation allowances, approved a request for reimbursement of relocation 
expenses, using local funds, for a new settlement attorney in the First 
Circuit Court of Appeals, and instructed the Director of the Administrative 
Office to prepare a proposal allowing the payment of relocation expenses 
from local funds for certain high-level court personnel. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADiv.’ ’.:* “RATIVE OFFICE 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on the Administrative Office was briefed on recent 


Administrative Office activities, including efforts to update the five major court 
staffing formulas; a plan to upgrade the skills and knowledge of procurement 
professionals in the courts and to issue certification warrants; various public 
affairs program initiatives, including expanded use of video and web technology 
and a pilot program for community affairs positions in two circuits and one 
district; and Defender Services program management initiatives. The Committee 
expressed its support for the final plan for implementing the Administrative 
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Office’s new advisory structure and noted the Administrative Office’s 
accomplishment in developing a streamlined advisory system that will reduce the 
number of permanent groups and allow for timely advice on administrative 
policies and programs from those affected. 


COMMITTEE ON AUTOMATION AND TECHNOLOGY 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Automation and Technology reported on the progress 
of its initiative to facilitate courtroom processes through the use of technology. 
Based on the positive findings of the Electronic Courtroom Project, which 
assessed the current use and applicability of four kinds of technologies— video 
evidence presentation, video conferencing, access to electronic methods of taking 
the record, and access to external databases—in a variety of courtroom settings, 
the Committee requested that the Administrative Office develop guidelines and 
propose a plan for the implementation of courtroom technologies over time. In 
addition, the Committee reviewed progress on efforts to develop and implement 
electronic case files systems for use throughout the judiciary and was advised that 
installation of the judiciary’s Data Communications Network (DCN) would be 
completed in September 1998, approximately one year ahead of schedule and 
under anticipated cost. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE BANKRUPTCY 
SYSTEM 


BANKRUPTCY JUDGESHIPS 


In accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 152(b)(3), the Judicial Conference 
conducts a comprehensive review of all judicial districts every other year to assess 
the continuing need for all authorized bankruptcy judgeships and reports its 
recommendations to Congress for the elimination of any authorized position that 
can be eliminated when a vacancy exists by reason of resign tion, retirement, 
removal, or death. As a result of the 1998 continuing need survey, the Committee 
on the Administration of the Bankruptcy System recommended that the Judicial 
Conference recommend to Congress that no bankruptcy judgeship position be 
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statutorily eliminated and that the Conference advise the Sixth and Eighth Circuit 
Judicial Councils to consider not filling vacancies in the Northern District of Ohio 
and the District of South Dakota that currently exist or may occur by reason of 
resignation, retirement, removal, or death, until there is a demonstrated need to do 
so. The Judicial Conference approved the Committee’s recommendation. 


INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENT OF BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 


To implement 28 U.S.C. § 155(a), which authorizes the temporary transfer 
of a bankruptcy judge to another (istrict, the Judicial Conference, in September 
1988, approved Guidelines for the Intercircuit Assignments of Bankruptcy Judges 
(JCUS-SEP 88, pp. 59-60). On recommendation of the Bankruptcy Committee, 
the Conference approved clarifying and technical amendmenis to the guidelines as 
follows (additions in italics, language omitted is lined-through): 


Guideline 6. The “lender-borrower” rules may be relaxed in 
situations in which (a) a bankruptcy judge has recused himself or 
herself or been disqualified, of-retired-bankrupteyjudges-who 
have (b) the bankruptcy judge to be loaned or borrowed is on been 
recatted recall status to-active-serviee pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 

§ 155(b), or (c) other situations if approved by the affected circuit 
councils. 


Commentary to Guideline 6.4.4. Through the recall system, 
retired bankruptcy judges, \vith their consent,-are may be recalled 


to active service by the-etreuits-from-whteirthey retired: either the 
circuit from which the bankruptcy judge retired or another circuit 
in need of a recalled bankruptcy judge. The recall system is 
governed by two sets of regulations: One for extended reca!! of a 
retired bankruptcy judg¢ to active service (i.e., recall to active 
service for a period of three years) and one for recall of a retired 
bankruptcy judge to active service on an ad hoc basis (i.e., recall to 
active service for varying periods, but for no more than one year 
and a day). 
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PLACE OF HOLDING BANKRUPTCY COURT 


The Judicial Conference is authorized to determine the official duty 
stations of bankruptcy judges and places of holding bankruptcy court (28 U.S.C. 
§ 152(b)(1)). At the request of the court and with the approval of the Eighth 
Circuit Judicial Council, the Judicial Conference approved a Bankruptcy 
Committee recommendation that Independence be designated as an additional 
place of holding bankruptcy court in the Northern District of lowa. 


NATIONAL BANKRUPTCY REVIEW COMMISSION 


The Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1994 established the National Bankruptcy 
Review Commission as an independent commission to investigate and study 
issues and problems relating to the Bankruptcy Code and to prepare a report 
containing its findings, conclusions, and recommendations for legislative or 
administrative action (Public Law No. 103-394, § 603). On October 20, 1997, the 
Report of the National Bankruptcy Review Commission was submitted to the 
President, Congress, and the Chief Justice. The report contains over 170 specific 
recommendations for changes to the present bankruptcy law and system, a number 
of which have a potential impact on the workload and administration of the 
federal courts. The Bankruptcy Committee reviewed all of the Commission 
recommendations, but certain recommendations fall principally within the 
jurisdictions of other Conference committees (i.e., the Committees on Court 
Administration and Case Management, Judicial Resources, and Rules of Practice 
and Procedure) and were referred to those committees for review and 
recommendation. 


Appellate Review. Two National Bankruptcy Review Commission 
recommendations, 3.1.3 and 3.1.4, were debated at the Conference session. These 
recommendations would fundamentally change the existing bankruptcy appeals 
system by providing for the direct appeal of all final—and certain 
interlocutory—bankruptcy court orders to the courts of appeals (by-passing the 
district courts and the bankruptcy appellate panels). The Bankruptcy Committee 
recommended that the Conference— 
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a. support the concept of one level of appellate review of dispositive orders 
of bankruptcy judges; but 


b. urge that no change in the current appellate process be considered until the 
judiciary has an opportunity to study further the existing process and 
possible alternative structures and to submit a subsequent report to 
Congress; and 


c. seek to include, in any legislation Congress moves to enact which would 
provide for direct appeal of bankruptcy court decisions to the courts of 
appeals, provisions permitting the circuits, at their option and consistent 
with the Constitution, to utilize bankruptcy appellate panels as adjuncts to 
the appellate process or, with the consent of the parties, as dispositive of 
appeals, under guidelines developed by the Judicial Conference 


The Conference declined to approve the first part (part a) of the 
Bankruptcy Committee's recommendation and determined, instead, to endorse a 
recommendation of the Court Administration and Case Management Committee 
that the Conference support the simplification of appellate review of dispositive 
orders of bankruptcy judges. The Conference approved part b of the Bankruptcy 
Committee’s recommendation, which would give the judiciary an opportunity to 
study the current process and possible alternatives. Part c of the Bankruptcy 
Committee's recommendation dealing with use of bankruptcy appellate panels 
was not approved by the Conference; instead, the Conference, p!2 ending 
completion of the study, opposed the appeal as of right from dispositive orders of 
bankruptcy judges directly to the courts of appeals. 


Other Recommendations. With respect to the remaining National 
Bankruptcy Review Commission recommendations with potential impact on the 
federal judiciary, on recommendation of the relevant Conference committee,’ 


> The following committees were given the primary responsibility to review and 
make recommendations to the Judicia! Conference on National Bankruptcy 
Review Commission recommendations, as follows: Court Administration and 
Case Management - 8 «commendations 2.4.7 and 3.3.4; Judicial Resources - 
Recommendations 4 |.1 through 4.1.5; Rules of Practice and Procedure - 
Recommendations 1.1.4, 2.3.2, 2.4.9, 2.4.10, 2.5.2, 2.5.3, and 4.2.3; and 
Administration of the Bankruptcy System - all remaining recommendations. 
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the Judicial Conference took the following positions:’ 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 1.1.1 (concerning the 
establishment of a national filing system), agreed that there is a value in a 
national filing system that would provide each case with a unique 
identifier, to the extent that this can be done with proper regard for 
safeguarding the privacy of sensitive personal information. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 1.1.2 (concerning random 
audits of debtors’ schedules), expressed general support for measures 
designed to enhance the integrity of the bankruptcy system, while 
cautioning that new duties should not be imposed on bankruptcy trustees 
without providing additional resources to those trustees for the additional 
work. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 1.1.3 (concerning the filing 
of false claims by creditors), took no position on this recommendation for 
a change in substantive bankruptcy law because it concerns a matter of 
public policy that is best addressed by Congress, but informed Congress 
that implementation of this recommendation could result in more litigation 
over objections to claims, which would increase the workload of judges 
and clerks. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 1.1.4 (concerning systems 
administration of consumer bankruptcies), expressed thanks for the 
endorsement of the 1997 amendments to Bankruptcy Rule 9011, and 
agreed to follow procedures set forth in the Rules Enabling Act, 28 U.S.C. 
§§ 2071-2077, for considering further amendments and recommending 
them to the Supreme Court. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation |.1.5 (concerning financial 
education programs for debtors), expressed general support for the 
principle of greater access to financial education for debtors, but stated 
that if the Congress authorizes such programs, it also should specify by 
whom they can be provided and how they are to be funded. 


> The Judicial Conference took no position on Commission recommendations not 
addressed below. 
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With regard to Commission Recommendations 1.2.1 and 1.2.2 
(concerning the debtor’s ability to exempt certain property), expressed 
general support for measures designed to treat debtors equally and to 
enhance the integrity of the bankruptcy system and the public’s perception 
of integrity in the system, but took no position on these recommendations 
for changes in substantive bankruptcy law because they concern matters of 
public policy that are best addressed by Congress. 


With regard to Commission Recommendations 1.2.5 (concerning the 
debtor’s ability to exempt funds held in a trust) and 1.2.6 (concerning the 
debtor’s ability to exempt certain property), expressed general support for 
the principle of affording debtors a “fresh start” after bankruptcy, but took 
no position on these recommendations for changes in substantive 
bankruptcy law because they concern matters of public policy that are best 
addressed by Congress. 


With regard to Commission Recomm endation 1.3.1 (concerning 
reaffirmation agreements), supported the enactment of amendments to 
section 524(d) of the Bankruptcy Code to require appropriate 
documentation of a motion to approve a reaffirmation agreement and .o 
clarify when a court must hold a reaffirmation hearing, but took no 
position on the merits of amending section 524(c) to specify the standard 
for approval by the court of a proposed reaffirmation agreement. In 
addition, the Conference allowed the procedure for prescribing an official 
form under Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 9009 to go forward. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation | .3.4 (concerning security 
interests in household goods), took no position on this recommendation 
for a change in substantive bankruptcy law because it concerns a matter of 
public policy that is best addressed by Congress, but agreed to advise 
Congress that implementation of the recommendation would likely 
increase the number of valuation hearings held by bankruptcy judges, and 
to urge Congress to specify, in any implementing legislation, the valuation 
standard to be applied. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation | .4.3 (concerning the 
dischargeability of debts for the payment of criminal restitution orders), 
took no position on this recommendation for a change in substantive 
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bankruptcy law because it concerns a matter of public policy that is best 
addressed by Congress. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 1.4.4 (concerning the 
dischargeability of family support obligations), took no position on this 
recommendation for a change in substantive bankruptcy law because it 
concerns a matter of public policy that is best addressed by Congress, but 
expressed support for clarification of the current confusing statutory 
scheme governing the nondischargeability of family support obligations. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 1.4.5 (concerning 

the dischargeability of student loans), took no position on this 
recommendation for a change in substantive bankruptcy law because it 
concerns a matter of public policy that is best addressed by Congress, but 
noted that the repeal of section 523(a)(8) of the Bankruptcy Code would 
reduce litigation. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 1.4.6 (concerning pre- 
bankruptcy default judgments), expressed support for a uniform standard 
for issue preclusion with regard to dischargeability complaints filed in the 
bankruptcy courts, as well as other types of adversary proceedings. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 1.4.8 (concerning the period 
of time for objecting to the debtor’s discharge), took no position on this 
recommendation for a change in substantive bankruptcy law because it 
concerns a matter of public policy that is best addressed by Congress, but 
noted that the suggested change appears unnecessary because the 
Bankruptcy Code already provides creditors a one-year period after the 
debtor’s discharge to seek revocation of the discharge, and also noted that 
the recommended change would create a new degree of uncertainty with 
respect to the finality of bankruptcy cases. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 1.4.9 (concerning proposed 
new requirements for dismissing objections to discharge), supported the 
recommendation to amend section 727 of the Bankruptcy Code on the 
basis that it should enhance the integrity of the bankruptcy system. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 1.5.2 (concerning the 
valuation of collateral), took no position on the merits of the specific 
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valuation standards proposed by the Commission, but acknowledged the 
need for some uniform valuation standard. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 1.5.3 (concerning the rate of 
interest to be paid to secured creditors), expressed support for a uniform 
national standard regarding the appropriate rate of interest that will give a 
secured creditor the present value of its allowed secured claim, but took no 
position on what that standard should be. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 1.5.6 (concerning the 
authority of the bankruptcy court to issue in rem orders), urged that 
Congress defer action on this Commission recommendation until further 
study can be made of the due process concerns raised by the proposal. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 1.5.8 (concerning the 
reporting of bankruptcy filings by credit reporting agencies), supported 
amendments to the Fair Credit Reporting Act that would require credit 
reporting agencies to report chapter 13 filings differently from chapter 7 
filings, and supported a requirement that credit reporting agencies note on 
credit reports the fact that debtors have completed voluntary debtor 
education programs. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 1.5.9 (concerning the 
establishment of credit rehabilitation programs by trustees), expressed 
general support for measures designed to assist debtors in reestablishing 
credit after bankruptcy, while cautioning that new duties should not be 
imposed on bankruptcy trustees without providing the means for 
accomplishing those objectives. 


With regard to Commission Recommendations 2.1.1 through 2.1.5 
(concerning the treatment of mass future claims in bankruptcy), agreed to 
inform Congress thai it is currently studying the issues associated with 
mass tort litigation (through an ad hoc Mass Torts Working Group), and 
that it will defer any comment on these recommendations until that study 
is concluded. The Conference also noted that the proposal in Commission 
Recommendation 2.1.2 would create additional ancillary litigation as to 
the appointment or removal of a mass future claims representative and 
would add appreciably to the work of the bankruptcy judges and the 
clerks’ staff. 
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With regard to Commission Recommendation 2.3.2 (concerning consent 
of former partners), voted to urge Congress, if it enacts legislation, to defer 
to the provisions of the Rules Enabling Act for any procedural rules that 
may be required to implement changes in the Bankruptcy Code. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 2.3.3 (concerning the 
jurisdiction of the bankruptcy court in partnership cases), expressed 
support, in the interest of judicial economy and efficient case 
administration, for centralizing the determination of the rights and 
liabilities of general partners to partnership creditors and to each other in 
the partnership bankruptcy case. The Conference opposed specifically 
designating these matters as core matters under 28 U.S.C. § 157(b), noting 
that doing so may raise jurisdictional concerns in the context of 
adjudicating contribution claims among nondebtor general partners who 
have not filed proofs of claim or otherwise consented to the jurisdiction of 
the bankruptcy court. 


With regard to Commission Recommendations 2.3.14 and 2.3.16 
(concerning partnership cases), took no position on these 
recommendations for changes in substantive bankruptcy law because they 
concern matters of public policy that are best addressed by Congress, but 
expressed opposition to legislation that would amend the federal rules of 
procedure without following the procedures prescribed in the Rules 
Enabling Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 2071-2077. 


With regard to Commission Recommendations 2.3.18 and 2.3.19 
(concerning partnership cases), expressed general support for improving 
the administration of partnership cases, and urged that the extent, form, 
and timing of disclosure by nondebtor general partners be !eft to the 
rulemaking process prescribed in the Rules Enabling Act, 28 U.S.C. 

§§ 2071-2077. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 2.3.20 (concerning 
partnership cases), expressed general support for a statutory clarification of 
the treatment of limited liability company (LLC) members and LLC 
managers under the Bankruptcy Code, but took no position on whether 
LLC members in member-managed LLCs and LLC managers in manager- 
managed LLCs should be treated like general partners under the Code. 


52 


September 15, 1998 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 2.4.6 (concerning the need 
to hold a meeting of creditors in chapter 11 cases), opposed the 
Commission’s recommendation to amend section 341 of the Bankruptcy 
Code to empower the bankruptcy courts to issue orders waiving meetings 
of creditors in “pre-packaged” chapter 11 cases due to concerns that the 
proposal (a) is inconsistent with existing section 341(c), which divests the 
bankruptcy courts of power over the section 341 meetings; (b) appears to 
favor corporate “pre-packaged” plan debtors over other parties in interest 
in bankruptcy cases; and (c) would generate more hearings on motions to 
waive section 341 meetings on an expedited or emergency basis, thus 
requiring from the courts additional judicial and clerical resources. 
Reaffirmed support for the use of alternative dispute resolution, but 
opposed Commission Recommendation 2.4.7 (concerning local mediation 


programs). 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 2.4.8 (concerning creditors’ 
committees), supported the recommendation to empower the bankruptcy 
court to order a change in membership of creditors’ committees to ensure 
adequate representation of creditors, even though implementation of the 
recommendation may generate increased litigation. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 2.4.9 (concerning employee 
participation in bankruptcy cases), agreed to inform Congress that the 
schedules that must be filed by a debtor (Official Form 6) already require 
disclosure of employee-related obligations and that action on the 
Commission’s recommendation is unnecessary. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 2.4.10 (concerning 
enhancing the efficacy of examiners and limiting the grounds for 
appointment of examiners in chapter 11 cases), restated support for 
limiting the circumstances under which a trustee or trustee’s own firm can 
be retained as a professional by the trustee, but took no position on this 
recommendation to permit examiners to retain professionals under the 
same standards that govern the retention of other professionals, because 
such a change in substantive bankruptcy law concerns a matter of public 
policy that is best addressed by Congress. With respect to the 
recommendation to consider an amendment to Bankruptcy Rule 2004, the 
Conference noted that the recommendation is addressed directly to the 
Advisory Committee on Bankruptcy Rules, which has considered the 
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matter and determined, for the time being, simply to monitor any case law 
that develops and, accordingly, urged Congress to defer to the provisions 
of the Rules Enabling Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 2071-2077. 


With respect to Commission Recommendation 2.5.2 (concerning flexible 
rules for disclosure statements and plans), expressed support for 
authorizing the bankruptcy courts to exercise greater flexibility in 
managing small business cases under chapter 11, but urged Congress, if it 
enacts legislation, to defer to the provisions of the Rules Enabling Act, 
28 U.S.C. §§ 2071-2077, for any procedural rules or official forms that 
may be required to implement changes in the Bankruptcy Code. 


With respect to Commission Recommendation 2.5.3 (concerning reporting 
requirements for small business debtors), took no position on the merits of 
the recommendation, but urged Congress, if it enacts legislation on the 
subject of small business cases under chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code, 
to defer to the provisions of the Rules Enabling Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 2071- 
2077, for any procedural rules or official forms that may be required to 
implement changes in the Bankruptcy Code. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 2.5.7 (concerning a 
proposed requirement that the court conduct a scheduling conference in 
chapter 11 small business cases), indicated its support for scheduling 
conferences as a valuable case management tool, but opposed mandatory 
scheduling conferences on grounds that they are not necessary in every 
case, could use court and judicial time unnecessarily, and would infringe 
on the judges’ discretion to manage their cases. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 2.5.9 (concerning the basis 
for dismissal or conversion of chapter 11 small business cases), took no 
position on this recommendation for a change in substantive bankruptcy 
law, but opposed the time deadlines that would be set forth in 11 U.S.C. 

§ 1112(b)(3), if that section were modified in accordance with the 
Commission recommendation. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 2.5.10 (concerning the 
powers and duties of the United States trustee or bankruptcy administrator 
in chapter 11 small business cases), supported the recommendation for an 
enhanced role of the United States trustees and the bankruptcy 
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administrators in chapter 11 small business cases, but noted that efficient 
procedures for administering chapter 11 cases already exist, to a large 
extent, in the bankruptcy administrator program. 


With regard to Commission Recommendations 3.1.1 and 3.1.2 
(concerning the establishment of Article III bankruptcy courts and the 
transition to that status), strongly opposed the Commission’s 
recommendation that bankruptcy courts be established under Article III of 
the Constitution. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 3.1.5 (concerning the 
appropriate venue for corporate debtors), urged that Congress defer action 
on the recommended change in the venue statutes until there is additional 
published scholarship on the subject, because the data now available do 
not clearly support the need for any statutory change. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 3.2.2 (concerning venue for 
preference actions), took no position on this recommendation for a change 
in substantive bankruptcy law because it concerns a matter of public policy 
that is best addressed by Congress. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 3.3.1 (concerning the 
United States trustee program), reiterated its longstanding position that 
placement of the United States trustee program as an independent office in 
the judicial branch is essential to sound case management and effective 
administration of estates in bankruptcy cases, but took no position on the 
specific recommendations concerning the United States trustee program. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 3.3.3 (concerning the 
qualification of attorneys, accountants, and other professionals), took no 
position on the Commission recommendation regarding the qualification 
of professionals under 11 U.S.C. § 1107(b), but noted that enactment of 
the Commission recommendation could increase litigation over whether a 
prospective professional’s interest or equity interest in the debtor is 
“insubstantial,” thereby increasing the judicial and clerical workloads of 
the courts. 


Opposed Commission Recommendation 3.3.4 (concerning nationwide 
admission to practice), and instead encouraged bankruptcy courts to 
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review their local rules in order to streamline the process of admission for 
non-resident attorneys who want to appear in a particular proceeding. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 3.3.5 (concerning the 
appointment of fee examiners), recommended that legislative action to 
preclude the appointment of fee examiners in bankruptcy cases and 
proceedings be deferred pending further study, noting the burdensome, 
time-consuming nature of the requirement that bankruptcy judges conduct 
an independent review of bankruptcy fee applications. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 3.3.6 (concerning attorney 
referral programs), supported the amendment of 11 U.S.C. § 504 to permit 
an attorney compensated out of a bankruptcy estate to remit a percentage 
of such compensation to a bona fide, nonprofit, public service referral 


program. 


With regard to Commission Recommendations 4.1.1 through 4.1.5 
(concerning data compilation and dissemination), opposed as unnecessary 
the appointment of a third-party data collection coordinator because 
sufficient mechanisms exist and are being employed currently for 
coordination between the Administrative Office and the Executive Office 
for United States Trustees on bankruptcy data compilation and 
dissemination matters. The Conference also opposed as unnecessary the 
enactment of legislation requiring electronic public access to bankruptcy 
data because efforts are already underway in the judiciary to establish 
electronic access at the lowest possible cost. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 4.2.1 (concerning notice to 
governmental units of bankruptcy cases), expressed support for efforts to 
ensure that all parties to a bankruptcy case, including governmental 
entities, receive adequate notice of bankruptcy cases, including a 
requirement that clerks’ offices be required to take reasonable steps to 
prepare and update local registries of governmental entities to which 
notice should be given, but recommended that the establishment of such a 
mechanism be left to the rulemaking process under the Rules Enabling 
Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 2071-2077. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 4.2.3 (concerning taxation 
and the Bankruptcy Code), expressed general support for the principle of 
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facilitating adequate and effective notice in bankruptcy cases to 
governmental units and noted that proposed amendments to the Federal 
Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure that would provide better notice to all 
federal and state governmental units have been published for comment. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 4.2.7 (concerning trust fund 
taxes), supported a requirement that small business debtors be required to 
create and maintain separate bank accounts for trusi fund taxes and nontax 
deductions from employee paychecks, and supported appropriate sanctions 
for violations of the segregation requirement, but recommended that the 
harsh sanction of removal from the trustee panel be reserved for egregious 
cases. 


With regard to Commission Recoiumendation 4.2.20 (concerning chapter 
11 disclosure statements), supported the establishment of standards for tax 
disclosures in chapter 11 disclosure statements, limited to cases in which 
an accountant for the debtor in possession has been appointed, on grounds 
that such a requirement would make it easier for bankruptcy judges to 
evaluate and approve disclosure statements. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 4.2.24 (concerning abusive 
serial filings), supported amendment of the Bankruptcy Code to give 
bankruptcy judges discretion to dismiss abusive serial filings with 
prejudice to refiling under chapter 13 or for a period determined by the 
court, but recommended that any bar to refiling should be limited to a 
specific period of time (such as three years). 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 4.2.35 (concerning the 
authority of bankruptcy courts to grant declaratory relief), took no position 
on this recommendation for a change in substantive bankruptcy law 
because it concerns a matter of public policy that is best addressed by 
Congress, but advised Congress that giving bankruptcy judges the power 
to issue declaratory judgments on prospective tax issues may require 
additional judicial resources to hear and resolve such matters. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 4.3.2 (concerning chapter 9 
municipal bankruptcy cases), took nc vosition on this recommendation for 
a change in substantive bankruptcy |. .v, but recommended that Congress 
resolve the apparent conflict between sections 901 and 921(d) of the 
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With regard to Commi: - ion Recommendation 4.3.4 (concerning the 
appointment of the presiding judge in chapter 9 cases), opposed the 
recommended deletion of section 921(b) of the Bankruptcy Code and 
instead supported the current statutory scheme, which requires the chief 
judge of the court of appeals to designate a bankruptcy judge to conduct 
each chapter 9 case. 


With regard to Commission Recommendation 4.4.1 (concerning chapter 
12 family farmer cases), supported the recommended increase in the 
chapter 12 debt limits and the proposal to make chapter 12 a permanent 
part of the Bankruptcy Code. 


With regard to Commission Recommendat’ n 4.4.2 (concerning chapter 
12 family farmer cases), generally supported the Commission’ s 
recommendation to provide some consistent, fair, national standard for 
calculating the chapter 12 trustee’s statutory percentage fee, but did not 
take a position on what specific standard is appropriate. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 


FISCAL YEAR 2000 BUDGET REQUEST 


In recognition of congressional funding constraints, the Budget Committee 
reduced and adjusted the program committees’ proposed funding levels for the 
fiscal year 2000 budget request. The Judicial Conference approved the Budget 
Committee’s lower budget request for fiscal year 2000, subject to amendments 
necessary as ar sult of new legislation, actions of the Judicial Conference, or 
other reasons the Director of the Administrative Office considers necessary and 


appropriate. 


COST CONTROL MONITORING SYSTEM 


Currently, under the Cost Control Monitoring System (CCMS), when a 
new work unit is authorized for a program, it is funded at the national average for 
all position types in that program. For settlement conference attorneys, the effect 
of this policy is that the national average includes the averages for attorneys as 
well as support staff and thus does not provide sufficient funds to hire an attorney 
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when a new one is authorized for these small offices. In order to address the 
funding difficulties created by CCMS in conference attorney offices, the Judicial 
Conference approved a Budget Committee recommendation that the .nference 
revise the CCMS formula for determining funding levels for settlement 
conference attorney offices to provide separate national average salaries for 
conference attorneys and for support staff, effective in fiscal year 1999. 


CERTIFYING OFFICER LEGISLATION 


In May 1997, the Executive Committee of the Judicial Conference agreed 
on behalf of the Judicial Conference to seek an amendment to title 28 permitting 
the Director of the Administrative Office to designate certifying officers in the 
judiciary (JCUS-SEP 97, p. 50). Enactment of such legislation would fix 
responsibility between individuals requesting goods and services and those 
actually approving payment for those goods and services, and would afford the 
judiciary’s disbursing officers the personal liability protection executive branch 
disbursing officers have enjoyed for many years. ‘oncern has been expressed that 
this provision as endorsed by the Conference could reduce the authority of a chief 
judge to manage his or her court. To avoid this result, the Judicial Conference 
approved a Budget Committee recommendation that, in the event of enactment of 
certifying officer legislation, the Director of the Administrative Office should 
consult with the chief judge before designating additional certifying officers in a 
district court. 


FUNDING FOR TRIBAL COURTS 


There is currently little federal funding provided to tribal court systems. 
The federal judiciary has a stake in ensuring that adequate funding is provided 
because in the event tribal court systems fail, a large number of filings could come 
under the federal courts’ jurisdiction. On recommendation of the Committee, the 
Judicial Conference expressed its support for the appropriation of adequate 
funding for tribal courts. 
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COMMITTEE ON CODES OF CONUUCT 


CODE OF CONDUCT FOR FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDER EMPLOYEES 


Canon 6 of the Code of Conduct for Federal Public Defender Employees 
does not currently allow federal public defender offices to accept the voluntary, 
uncompensated services of individuals on paid leaves of absence from private 
firms. Such volunteer arrangements are permitted in U.S. attorneys’ offices. 
Noting that the interest of governmental parity and the lack of any overriding 
ethical concerns favor an exemption similar to that contained in the provisions 
governing the U.S. attorneys’ offices, the Committee on Codes of Conduct 
recommended, and the Judicial Conference approved, a revision to the second 
paragraph of Canon 6 of the Federal Public Defender Employees Code as follows 
(new language is italicized): 


Notwithstanding the above, a defender employee (other than a 
defender employee serving without compensation) should not 
receive any salary, or any supplementation of salary, as 
compensation for official government services from any source 
other than the United States. 


This revision is not limited to attorneys and thus would apply to investigators, 
paralegals, and other defender staff. 


JUDGES’ RECUSAL OBLIGATIONS 


A series of news articles published in the spring of 1998 focused the 
attention of the judiciary on judges’ recusal obligations. The Committee on 
Codes of Conduct addressed issues arising from the responsibility of judges to 
ensure their compliance with financial conflict of interest rules. The Committee 
does not believe that any ethical principles require judges to make their recusal 
lists available to the public at their courthouses, but agreed that the Committee 
should focus its efforts on assisting judges in meeting their recusal 
responsibilities. Such efforts include increased education of judges about recusal 
responsibilities, including periodic reminders encouraging judges to create and 
update recusal lists; development of a model or standardized checklist to be 
distributed to all judges for use in drawing up recusal lists; and development of 
automated systems, including software programs, budget and staff permitting, for 
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use in chambers or clerks’ offices to compare judges’ recusal lists to their court 
dockets. 


After discussion, the Judicial Conference determined to refer for review by 
the Committees on Codes of Conduct and Financial Disclosure the following 
recommendation: 


That the Judicial Conference encourage all courts to maintain in 
the clerk’s office, to be available to the litigants upon written 
request, a list for each judge of the companies in which the judge, 
individually or as a fiduciary, or the judge’s spouse, or a minor 
child residing in the household, has a financial interest requiring 
recusal. 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


Since its last report to the Conference in March 1998, the Committee on 
Codes of Conduct received 40 new written inquiries and issued 37 written 
advisory responses. The average re~vonse time for inquiries was 20 days. The 
Chairman received and responded to 29 telephonic inquiries. In addition, 
individual Committee members responded to 98 inquiries from their colleagues. 


COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION 
AND CASE MANAGEMENT 


METHODS ANALYSIS PROGRAM - JURY ADMINISTRATION 


The Methods Analysis Program (MAP) identifies “better practices” for 
performing the work of the courts and encourages court units to adopt these or 
similar practices utilized by individual courts. A MAP work group of court 
personnel developed a number of ideas to improve the jury administration 
function, some of which would require legislation or changes to the federal rules. 
The Committee on Court Administration and Case Management made 
recominendations on three of these proposals. 


The first MAP proposal addressed by the Committee concerned the 
delegation of authority to make determinations on the qualification, 
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disqualification, exemption and/or excuse of jurors. The Jury Selection and 
Service Act (Jury Act) authorizes the chief judge of the district court, or another 
district court judge as the court’s jury plan may provide, to determine whether a 
person is qualified, unqualified, exempt, or excused permanently from jury service 
(28 U.S.C. § 1865). Satisfied that districts delegating this authority to clerks of 
court would continue to adhere to the principles of nondiscrimination by using the 
required objective criteria, the Committee recommended that the Judicial 
Conference propose legislation to amend 28 U.S.C. § 1865 to permit the chief 
judge to authorize the clerk of court, under supervision of the court and if the 
court’s jury plan so authorizes, to determine whether persons are qualified or 
unqualified for, exempt from, or to be excused from jury service. The Conference 
concurred in the Committee’s recommendation. 


The second MAP proposal dealt with elimination of the requirement set 
forth in the Jury Act at 28 U.S.C. §§ 1864(a) and 1866(a), that clerks shall 
“publicly draw at random” from the master wheel and qualified wheel the names 
of persons required for jury service. “Publicly draw” is defined in 28 U.S.C. 

§ 1869(k) as a “drawing which is conducted...after reasonable public notice and 
which is open to the public.” With advanced computer technology, more courts 
are moving to a purely randomized method for selecting juries, and it is unlikely 
that the public has any interest in attending a drawing. On recommendation of the 
Committee, the Judicial Conference agreed to propose legislation to amend the 
Jury Act to eliminate the public drawing requirements for selecting names from 
the master and qualified jury wheels, provided there is public notice of the process 
by which names are periodically drawn. 


The third MAP proposal involved the automatic excuse from jury service 
now granted to members of the armed forces in the Jury Act (28 U.S.C. 
§ 1863(b)(6)). Barring any individual from jury duty seems excessive, and 
circumstances have changed in the last decade so that military personnel have 
more flexibility to accommodate jury service without interfering with their official 
duties. Under 10 U.S.C. § 982, the Department of Defense has the authority to 
make a determination whether military duties require a service member to be 
exempt from service on a state or local jury; however, title 10 does not apply to 
service on federal juries. On recommendation of the Committee, the Conference 
agreed to propose legislation to amend the Jury Act to eliminate the automatic 
excuse from service now granted to members of the armed forces in active service 
under 28 U.S.C. § 1863(b)(6) on the ground that they are exempt, and support a 
related amendment to 10 U.S.C. § 982 to refer to federal jury service. 
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COMPOSITION OF CIRCUIT COUNCILS 


Implementation Strategy 50a(2) of the Long Range Plan for the Federal 
Courts, approved by the Judicial Conference in September 1995 (JCUS-SEP 95, 
p. 52), states that “each circuit judicial council should have an equal number of 
district and circuit judge members, including the chief circuit judge.” Despite its 
inclusion in proposed court improvement bills, the implementation strategy has 
not yet been enacted by Congress. The Court Administration and Case 
Management Committee received a request, based on concerns for the possibility 
of impasse in the councils’ deliberative processes, that it recommend to the 
Conference modification of this position. The Committee was of the view that the 
Conference position, as espoused in the Long Range Plan, remains desirable, and 
made no recommendation to the Conference for change. However, after debate at 
the session, the Conference determined that the current language of 28 U.S.C. 

§ 332(a), which provides that a circuit judicial council shall consist of “the chief 
judge of the circuit, who shall preside, and an equal number of circuit judges and 
district judges of the circuit,” should be retained. 


STATISTICAL REPORTING OF SOCIAL SECURITY APPEALS 


Social security appeals are not currently required to be included in the 
Statistical reporting system adopted to meet the requirements of the Civil Justice 
Reform Act (CJRA), except when a motion filed in the case is pending more than 
six months, or when a case is pending more than three years. Until recently, 
bankruptcy appeals were similarly excluded; however, in March 1998, the Judicial 
Conference adopted a recommendation requiring all bankruptcy appeals pending 
over six months in the district court to be included in the CJRA statistical reports 
(JCUS-MAR 98, p. 11). Noting that including social security appeals in public 
reports may encourage courts to remain attentive to their prompt disposition, the 
Court Administration and Case Management Committee recommended, and the 
Judicial Conference agreed, that social security appeals be included in CJRA 
public reports in the same way as motions in civil cases, but that the pending date 
from which the six-month clock begins to run be set at 60 days after the filing of 
the transcript. 
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MISCELLANEOUS FEE SCHEDULES 


Internet Fee for Electronic Access to Court Information. The 
miscellaneous fee schedules for the appellate, district and bankruptcy courts, the 
U.S. Court of Federal Claims, and the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 
provide a fee for public access to court electronic records (PACER) (28 U.S.C. 
§§ 1913, 1914, 1926, 1930 and 1932). The revenue from these fees is used 
exclusively to fund the full range of electronic public access (EPA) services. 
With the introduction of Internet technology to the judiciary’s current public 
access program, the Committee on Court Administration and Case Management 
recommended that a new Internet PACER fee be established to maintain the 
current public access revenue while introducing new technologies to expand 
public accessibility to PACER information. On the Committee’s 
recommendation, the Judicial Conference approved an amendment to the 
miscellaneous fee schedules for the appellate, district and bankruptcy courts, the 
U.S. Court of Federal Claims, and the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation to 
establish an Internet PACER fee of $.07 per page for public users obtaining 
PACER information through a federal judiciary Internet site. 


The Committee also addressed the issue of what types of data or 
information made available for electronic public access should have an associated 
fee and what types of data should be provided at no cost. On recommendation of 
the Committee, the Judicial Conference agreed to include the following language 
as addenda to the same miscellaneous fee schedules: 


a. The Judicial Conference has prescribed a fee for access to court 
data obtained electronically from the public dockets of individual 
case records in the court, except as provided below. 


b. Courts may provide other local court information at no cost. For 


example: 

. local rules, 

° court forms, 

. news items, 

. court calendars, 

° opinions designated by the court for publication, and 
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° other information—such as court hours, court location, 
telephone listings—determined locally to benefit the public 
and the court. 


Court of Federal Claims. In September 1997, the Judicial Conference 
approved an amendment to the district court and bankruptcy court miscellaneous 
fee schedules to increase the fee for exemplifications to twice the amount of the 
fee for certifications (JCUS-SEP 97, p. 59). The miscellaneous fee schedule for 
the United States Court of Federal Claims also contains a provision on fees for 
exemplifications and certifications, which was inadvertently excluded from this 
Conference action. At this session, the Conference approved a Committee 
recommendation that the Conference amend Item 3 of the United States Court of 
Federal Claims miscellaneous fee schedule to make the fee for certification of any 
document or paper, where the certification is made directly on the document or by 
separate instrument, $5 * and the fee for exemplification of any document or paper 
twice the amount of the fee for certification. 


The Court of Federal Claims was also omitted from action taken by the 
Conference in March 1993 amending the miscellaneous fee schedule for district 
courts to increase the fees for admission to practice and for duplicate 
admission certificates and certificates of good standing (JCUS-MAR 93, p. 6). 
Since the miscellaneous fee schedule for the Court of Federal Claims contains 
similar provisions, at this session the Conference approved the Committee’s 
recommendation that the Conference raise the attorney admission fee, prescribed 
in Item 4 of the United States Court of Federal Claims miscellaneous fee 
schedule, to $50 and the fee for a duplicate certificate of admission or certificate 
of good standing to $15, provided that legislation permitting the judiciary to retain 
any increase in fees collected under the miscellaneous fee schedules is enacted. 


CONSOLIDATION - SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF WEST VIRGINIA 


At its March 1998 session, the Judicial Conference adopted procedures for 
combining functions in the district and bankruptcy courts. The procedures 
provide for the review of requests for the consolidation of district and bankruptcy 


‘The Judicial Conference, in September 1996, approved an inflationary increase of 
this fee to $7.00, provided legislation is enacted permitting the judiciary to retain 
the resulting increase (JCUS-SEP 96, p. 54). 
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court clerks’ offices by the Judicial Conference, as required by 28 U.S.C. § 156(d) 
(JCUS-MAR 98, pp. 10-11). Pursuant to these procedures, the Southern District 
of West Virginia submitted to the Judicial Council of the Fourth Circuit a plan to 
consolidate the administrative and operational functions of the district court and 
bankruptcy court clerks’ offices and the probation office. The Judicial Council 
unanimously approved the request, and the plan was referred to the Committee on 
Court Administration and Case Management to review in consultation with the 
Committee on the Administration of the Bankruptcy System. On recommendation 
of the Committee on Court Administration and Case Management, the Judicial 
Conference approved the consolidation plan submitted by the Southern District of 
West Virginia and agreed to refer it to Congress for approval. 


COMMITTEE ON CRIMINAL LAW 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Criminal Law reported that it had reviewed and 
commented on the Methods Analysis Program study of pretrial services 
investigation and report-writing functions, in which 34 suggested “better 
practices” had been developed by a work group and assessed in the courts. The 
Committee also reviewed and agreed to distribute the Directory of Cooperative 
and Sharing Arrangements in Districts with Separate Pretrial Services and 
Probation Offices and the Appendix to the Directory to chief district judges and 
chief probation and pretrial services officers. The Committee was briefed on 
several additional matters, including an update on Federal Judicial Center and 
Administrative Office efforts to undertake a study on the viability and reliability 
of various case tools to assist officers with the pretrial services supervision 
function, and a report prepared by the Federal Bureau of Investigation to the 
Congress on implementing the collection of deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) 
samples from federal felony offenders. 
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COMMITTEE ON DEFENDER SERVICES 


PANEL ATTORNEY ADMINISTRATION 


In March 1997, the Judicial Conference approved a two-year pilot project 
in the Central District of California and the District of Maryland that provides 
funding for an attorney in each district to assist the court in Criminal Justice Act 
(CJA) panel administration and case cost analysis (JCUS-MAR 97, p. 24). At this 
session, on recommendation of the Committee on Defender Services, the Judicial 
Conference agreed to approve shifting the funding source for the project, 
beginning in fiscal year 1999, from the Defender Services appropriation to the 
judiciary’s Salaries and Expenses account, and to extend the duration of the pilot 
project through March 2002, supported by approximately $701,500 from the 
Salaries and Expenses account, in order to permit adequate time for evaluation.” 


DEFENDER ORGANIZATION FUNDING REQUESTS 


Under its delegated authority from the Judicial Conference (JCUS-MAR 
89, pp. 16-17), the Defender Services Committee approved $125,800 to establish 
two federal public defender organizations and an increase of $300,800 to the fiscal 
year 1998 budget of another federal public defender organization. 


FEDERAL DEATH PENALTY CASES 


In response to judicial and congressional concerns about the increasing 
cost of death penalty representation, a subcommittee of ihe Defender Services 
Committee conducted a year-long study of the costs, availability, and quality of 
appointed counsel in federal death penalty cases. The report of the subcommittee, 
entitled Federal Death Penalty Cases: Recommendations Concerning the Cost 
and Quality of Defense Representation, identified specific steps to be taken in 
order to ensure that expenditures in federal death penalty cases remain within 
reasonable limits. On recommendation of the Defender Services Committee, the 


*Funding for two similar positions, one each in the Northern District of California 
and the Ninth Circuit, was authorized in April 1998 on a four-year, temporary 
basis. These two positions will be included in the assessment of the pilot project. 
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Judicial Conference approved the following recommendations identified in the 
report, and authorized public release of the report: 


1. Qualifications for Appointment 


a. Quality of Counsel. Courts should ensure that all attorneys appointed in 
federal death penalty cases are well qualified, by virtue of their prior 
defense experience, training and commitment, to serve as counsel in this 
highly specialized and demanding type of litigation. High-quality legal 
representation is essential to assure fair and final verdicts, as well as cost- 
effective case management. 


b. Qualifications of Counsel. As required by statute, at the outset of every 
capital case, courts should appoint two counsel, at least one of whom is 


experienced in and knowledgeable about the defense of death penalty 
cases. Ordinarily, “learned counsel” should have distinguished prior 
experience in the trial, appeal, or post-conviction review of federal death 
penalty cases, or distinguished prior experience in state death penalty 
trials, appeals, or post-conviction review that, in combination with co- 
counsel, will assure high-quality representation. 


Ordinarily the enemys appointed to represent a festventmaed federal 
appellant should include at least one attorney who did not represent the 
appellant at trial. In appointing appellate counsel, courts should, among 
other relevant factors, consider: 


i. the attorney’s experience in federal criminal appeals and capital 
appeals; 


ii. the general qualifications identified in paragraph 1(a), above; and 


iii, _ the attorney's willingness, unless relieved, to serve as counsel in any 
post-conviction proceedings that may follow the appeal. 


d. Special Considerations in the Anooi as Lin Post-Convict 
Proceedings. In appointing post-conviction counsel in a case where the 


defendant is sentenced to death, courts should consider the attorney's 
experience in federal post-conviction proceedings and in capital post- 
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conviction proceedings, as well as the general qualifications set forth in 
paragraph 1 (a). 


Hourly Rate of Compensation for Counsel. The rate of compensation for 


counsel in a capital case should be maintained at a level sufficient to 
assure the appointment of attorneys who are appropriately qualified to 
undertake such representation. 


2. Consultation with Federal Defender Organizations or the Administrative 


Office 


a. Notification of Statutory Obligation to Consult. The Administrative 


Office of the U.S. Courts (Administrative Office) and federal defender 
organizations should take appropriate action to ensure that their 
availability to provide statutorily mandated consultation regarding the 
appointment of counsel in every federal death penalty case is well known 
to the courts. (See 18 U.S.C. § 3005.) 


Consultation by Courts in Selecting Counsel]. In each case involving an 
offense punishable by death, courts should, as required by 18 U.S.C. 


§ 3005, consider the recommendatior »f the district's Federal Public 
Defender (FPD) (unless the desde ., uation has a conflict) about the 
lawyers to be appointed. I:. t ~ .srved by a Federal Public 
Defender Organization, 18 ... . § 3(u5 requires consultation with the 
Administrative Office. Although not required to do so by statute, courts 
served by a Community Defender Organization should seek the advice of 
that office. 


responsibility to recommend defense counsel, FDOs and the 
Administrative Office should consult with Federal Death Penalty Resource 
Counsel in order to identify attorneys who are well qualified, by virtue of 
their prior defense experience, training and commitment, to serve as lead 
and second counsel. 


3. Appointment of More Than Two Lawyers 


Number of Counsel. Courts should not appoint more than two lawyers to 
provide representation to a defendant in a federal death penalty case unless 
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exceptional circumstances and good cause are shown. Appointed counsel 
may, however, with prior court authorization, use the services of attorneys 
who work in association with them, provided that the employment of such 
additional counsel (at a reduced hourly rate) diminishes the total cost of 
representation or is required to meet time limits. 


4. Appointment of the Federal Defender Organization 


a. FDO as Lead Counsel. Courts should consider appointing the district's 
FDO as lead counsel in a federal death penalty case only if the following 


conditions are present: 


il. 


iil. 


the FDO has one or more lawyers with experience in the trial and/or 
appeal of capital cases who are qualified to serve as “learned 
counsel”; and 


the FDO has sufficient resources so that workload can be adjusted 
without unduly disrupting the operation of the office, and the 
lawyer(s) assigned to the death penalty case can devotc adequate 
time to its defense, recognizing that the case may require all of their 
available time; and 


the FDO has or is likely to obtain sufficient funds to provide for the 
expert, investigative and other services reasonably believed to be 
necessary for the defense of the death penalty case. 


b. EDO as Second Counsel. Courts should consider appointing the district's 
FDO as second counsel in a federal death penalty case only if the 


following conditions are present: 


i. 


ii. 


the FDO has sufficient resources so that workload can be adjusted 
without unduly disrupting the operation of the office, and the 
lawyer(s) assigned to the death penalty case can devote adequate 
time to its defense, recognizing that the case may require all of their 
available time; and 


the FDO has or is likely to obtain sufficient funds to provide for the 
expert, investigative and other services reasonably believed to be 
necessary for the defense of the death penalty case. 
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5. The Death Penalty Authorization Process 


a. Streamlining the Authorization Process. The Department of Justice (DOJ) 
should consider adopting a “fast track” review of cases involving death- 


eligible defendants where there is a high probability that the death penalty 
will not be sought. 


b. Court Monitoring of the Authorization Process. Courts should exercise 


their supervisory powers to ensure that the death penalty authorization 
process proceeds expeditiously. 


6. Federal Death Penalty Resource Counsel 


a. Information from Resource Cvunsel. In all federal death penalty cases, 


defense counsel should obtain the services of Federal Death Penalty 
Resource Counsel in order to obtain the benefit of model pleadings and 
other information that will save time, conserve resources and enhance 
representation. The judiciary should allocate resources sufficient to permit 
the full value of these services to be provided in every case. 


b. Technology and Information Sharing. The Administrative Office should 


explore the use of computer-based technology to facilitate the efficient and 
cost-effective sharing of information between Resource Counsel and 
defense counsel in federal death penalty cases. 


7. Experts 


a. Salaried Positions for Penalty Phase Investigators. The federal defender 
program should consider estlishing salaried positions within FDOs for 


persons trained to gather anu analyze information relevant to the penalty 
phase of a capital case. FDOs should explore the possibility that, in 
addition to providing services in death penalty cases to which their FDO is 
appointed, it might be feasible for these investigators to render assistance 
to panel attorneys and to other FDOs. 


b. Negotiating Reduced Rates. Counsel should seek to contain costs by 


negotiating reduced hourly rates and/or total fees with experts and other 
service providers. 
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C. 


Directory of Experts. A directory of experts willing to provide the 
assistance most frequently needed in federal death penalty cases, and their 
hourly rates of billing, should be developed and made available to counsel. 


8. Training 


Federal Death Penalty Training Programs. The Administrative Office should 
continue to offer and expand training programs designed specifically for 


defense counsel in federal death penalty cases. 


9. Case Budgeting 


Consultation with Prosecution. Upon learning that a defendant is charged 
with an offense punishable by death _ourts should promptly consult with 


the prosecution to determine the likelihood that the death penalty will be 
sought in the case and to find out when that decision will be made. 


Prior to Death Penalty Authorization. Ordinarily, the court should require 


defense counsel to submit a litigation budget encompassing all services 
(counsel, expert, investigative and other) likely to be required through the 
time that DOJ determines whether or not to authorize seeking the death 


penalty. 


After Death Penalty Authorization. As soon as practicable after the death 
penalty has been authorized by DOJ, defense counsel should be required to 


submit a further budget for services likely to be needed through the trial of 
the guilt and penalty phases of the case. In its discretion, the court may 
determine that defense counsel should prepare budgets for shorter intervals 
of time. 


2s e]. In preparing 
and reviewing case udeste, defense counsel and the courts should seek 
advice from the Administrative Office and Federal Death Penalty 
Resource Counsel, as may be appropriate. 


Confidentiality of Case Budgets. Case budgets should be submitted ex 


parte and should be filed and maintained under seal. 
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f. Modification of Approved Budget. An approved budget should guide 


counsel's use of time and resources by indicating the services for which 
compensation is authorized. Case budgets should be re-evaluated when 
justified by changed or unexpected circumstances, and should be modified 
by the court where good cause is shown. 


g. Payment of Interim Vouchers. Courts should require counsel to submit 


vouchers on a monthly basis, and should promptly review, certify and 
process those vouchers for payment. 


h. Budgets In Excess of $250,000. If the total amount proposed by defense 


counsel to be budgeted for a case exceeds $250,000, the court should, 


prior to approval, submit such budget for review and recommendation to 
the Administrative Office. 


i. Death Penalty Not Authorized. As soon as practicable after DOJ declines 
to authorize the death penalty, the court should review the number of 
appointed counsel and the hourly rate of compensation needed for the 
duration of the proceeding pursuant to subparagraph 6.02.B(2) of the 
Guidelines for the Administration of the Criminal Justice Act and Related 
Statutes, Volume VII, Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures. 


j. dJudicia) Conference Guidelines. The Judicial Conference should 


promulgate guidelines on case budgeting for use by the courts and counsel. 


k. Judicial Training for Death Penalty Cases. The Federal Judicial Center 


should work in cooperation with the Administrative Office to provide 
training for judges in the management of federal death penalty cases and, 
in particular, in the review of case budgets. 


10. Case Management 


a. Non-Lawyer Staff Where it will be cost-effective, courts should consider 
authorizing payment for services to assist counsel in organizing and 
analyzing documents and other case materials. 
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b. Multi-defendant Cases 


iV. 


Early Decision Regarding Severance. Courts should consider 


making an early decision on severance of non-capital from capital 
co-defendants. 


Regularly Schequled Status Hearings. Status hearings should be held 


frequently, and a schedule for such hearings should be agreed upon 
in advance by all parties and the court. 


“Coordinating Counsel.” In a multi-defendant case (in particular a 


multi-defendant case in which more than one individual is eligible 
for the death penalty), and with the consent of co-counsel, courts 
should consider designating counsel for one defendant as 
“coordinating counsel.” 


Shared Resources. Ccunsel for co-defendants should be encouraged 
to share resources to the extent that doing so does not impinge on 
confidentiality protections or pose an unnecessary risk of creating a 
con! lict of interest. 


Voucher Review. In large multi-defendant cases, after approving a 
case budget, the court should c: sider assigning a magistrate judge 
to review individual vouchers. Ihe court should meet with defense 
counsel at regular intervals to review spending in light of the case 
budget and to identify and discuss future needs. 


11. Availability of Cost Data 


The Administrative Office should improve its ability to collect and analyze 
information about case budgets and the cost of capital cases. 


COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL-STATE JURISDICTION 


MEDICAL RECORDS PRIVACY LEGISLATION 


The Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction considered several proposals 
pending in the 105" Congress concerning the privacy of medical records. In 
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general, these proposals are intended to ensure the confidentiality of certain 
medical records by creating uniform standards for the disclosure of “protected” 
health information, that is, information that either identifies, or could be used to 
identify, the individual who is the subject of the information. In addition, the bills 
would provide individuals with the right to obtain access to their records, amend 
their records, and receive notice of their rights; establish a system for disclosure of 
medical information; and create criminal and administrative penalties for violation 
of certain rights. The proposals would also create a civil cause of action in cases 
where an individual’s rights have been “knowingly or negligently” violated; 
however, it is not specified whether jurisdiction over such actions lies in state or 
federal court. Some proposals also permit the court to award punitive damages in 
certain circumstances. Referencing recommendations in the Long Range Plan for 
the Federal Courts that encourage recognition of the federal courts as courts of 
limited jurisdiction and resources, the Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction 
recommended, and the Judicial Conference agreed, that the Conference endorse 
the following principles pertaining to medical records privacy legislation pending 
in the 105" Congress: 


Principle 1—Court Jurisdicti 


The private cause of action for wrongful disclosure of protected 
health information created by the medical records privacy 
legislation concerns a substantive area that traditionally has been 
governed by state law. Consistent with general principles of 
federalism, both the original and removal jurisdiction of federal 
courts to adjudicate such private causes of action should be limited 
to cases where the matter in controversy exceeds the sum or value 
of $75,000, exclusive of interest and costs, or some other 
substantial sum as determined by Congress. 


Principle 2—Standard for the / | of Punitive D 
If Congress determines to provide punitive damages as part of the 
remedies for a violation of the Medical Records Privacy Act, 
Congress should provide a statutory standard for the award of such 
damages to avoid wasteful litigation over the standard governing 
such damages. 


— | ) | 
) 


To the extent that litigation arises outside of the context of the 
Medical Records Privacy Act (e.g., personal injury cases), but 
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nevertheless gives rise to issues concerning access to information 
protected by such Act, the parties should resolve such issues 
exclusively before the court handling the underlying litigation and 
not by instituting duplicative litigation. 


MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION TRANSFER PROVISION 


Section 1407(a) of title 28, United States Code, authorizes the Judicial 
Panel on Multidistrict Litigation to transfer civil actions with common questions 
of fact “to any district for coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings.” It 
also requires the Judicial Panel to remand any such action to the district court in 
which the action was filed at or before the conclusion of such pretrial proceedings. 
Until recently, however, federal courts have approved the practice of a transferee 
court invoking the venue transfer provision (28 U.S.C.§ 1404(a)) and transferring 
the case to itself for trial purposes. In Lexecon, Inc. v. Milberg Weiss Bershad 
Hynes & Lerach, 118 S.Ct. 956 (1998), the Supreme Court acknowledged the 
possible wisdom of permitting such self-transfers, but held that they were 
currently prohibited by 28 U.S.C. § 1407(a). The Committee on Federal-State 
Jurisdiction, after soliciting the views of the Judicial Panel and the Committee on 
Court Administration and Case Management, recommended that the Judicial 
Conference support legislation to amend the multidistrict litigation transfer 
provision, 28 U.S.C. § 1407, to provide that a district court conducting pretrial 
proceedings pursuant to that section could assign a transferred case for trial 
proceedings to itself or another district court in the interest of justice and for the 
convenience of parties and witnesses. The Judicial Conference approved the 
Committee’s recommendation. 


JUDICIAL IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 1998 


The Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction was asked to review, and 
make recommendations regarding, the “Judicial Improvement Act of 1998” 
(S. 2163, 105" Congress) in anticipation of congressional hearings. Many of the 
provisions contained in S. 2163 are similar to those included in the “Judicial 
Reform Act of 1998” (H.R. 1252, 105" Congress), upon which the Conference 
has previously commented (JCUS-SEP 97, pp. 64-65, 71, 81-82, and 85). On 
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recommendation of the Committee, the Conference took the following positions 
on other provisions ‘n S. 2163 that have potential implications for the federal 
judiciary: 


a. 


Opposed section 2, which would require expanded use of three-judge 
courts for challenges to state laws adopted by referenda and to Acts of 
Congress. 


Opposed in section 3(a), which concerns the termination of prospective 
relief in any civil action, the time limit established therein that would 
require the court to act within 60 days, which may impede the effective 
administration of justice. 


Opposed section 3(b), concerning special masters, because it could be 
interpreted broadly and thus bar the use of special masters in federal courts 
with respect to all proceedings, except for the remedial phase. 


Took no position on section 3(c), which would prohibit federal judges 
from ordering tax increases. 


Took no position on section 12, which would limit federal habeas review 
of Miranda claims and claims based upon a voluntarily given confession. 


Took no position on section 13, which would prohibit federal judges from 
specifically barring retrial of a successful habeas petitioner. 


Took no position on section 15 relating to termination of prospective relief 
in prison condition cases. 


Took no position on section 16 relating to limitations on attorney's fees in 
prison condition cases. 


Took no position on section 17, which would authorize the federal court to 
make findings that a prisoner's claims were filed for a malicious purpose 
or to harass the defendants and require the court to forward such findings 
to the state's department of corrections. 


Expressed concerns with section 18, which would deny jurisdiction to the 
federal courts to enter prisoner release orders, because the withdrawal of 
this jurisdiction (i) would sweep too broadly by reaching orders that do not 
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in themselves direct state officials to release any prisoners; (ii) might 
prove counterproductive, by foreclosing relatively deferential forms of 
federal remedies and forcing judges to fashion alternative remedies that 
might more deeply affect the administration of prisons; and (iii) would 
operate as a bar to federal relief in even the most intractable cases, 
including those addressed by the Prison Litigation Reform Act enacted in 
1996, which conditions relief upon specific findings that no alternative 
remedy will ameliorate the  unditions at the prison. 


COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Ethics in Government Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. app. 4 § 105), as 
amended, requires the release of financial disclosure reports to any member of the 
public who properly completes the request form. The Committee on Financial 
Disclosure reviewed its current procedures for implementation of this section and 
found that nublic access could be facilitated by wider publication of the procedure 
and the form (AO Form 10A) for obtaining access to a financial disclosure report. 
The Committee agreed that copies of the form and accompanying instructions for 
obtaining a report should be placed on the judiciary’s website and made available 
in local courthouses. 


Upon review of its administrative procedures for release of reports, the 
Committee recognized tha. certain administrative procedures could be changed to 
facilitate the overall request process without compromising security. The 
Committee determined to delete the requirement that requests for reports must 
contain a notarized signature, and it reduced the cost for reproduction of copies of 
a report from 50 cents to 20 cents per page. 


The Committee reported that as of July 10, 1998, it had received 3,032 
financial disclosure reports and certifications for the calendar year 1997, including 
1,166 reports and certifications from Supreme Court Justices, Article III judges, 
and judicial officers of special courts; 324 from bankruptcy judges; 481 from 
magistrate judges; and 1,061 from judicial employees. 
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COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on Intercircuit Assignments reported that during the 
period from January 1, 1998 to June 30, 1998, a total of 122 intercircuit 
assignments, undertaken by 76 Article III judges, plus one °-*ived Associate 
Justice, were processed and recommended by the Committee and approved by the 
Chief Justice. In addition, the Committee aided courts requesting assistance in 
identifying judges willing to take assignments. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
JUDICIAL RELATIONS 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on International Judicial Relations reported that it had 
approved a strategic plan for the Committee compatible with its jurisdictional 
statement, and agreed that all future committee activities would be subject to the 
plan. In addition, the Committee endorsed six new international rule of law 
programs to be funded by grants from the United States Agency for Internation: 
Development and sought Executive Committee approval for them (see supra 
“Miscellaneous Actions,” pp. 41-43). The Committee also reviewed its role and 
participation in rule of law programs in the Americas, Russia, and China, and was 
briefed on a number of ongoing international judicial reform initiatives. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


The Committee on the Judicial Branch reported on the prospects for a 
1999 judges’ Employment Cost Index salary adjustment and discussed ways to 
improve the current statutory process for reviewing and setting the salaries of 
judges, senior executive branch officials, and Members of Congress. The 
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Committee received updates on a number of judicial benefits issues, including a 
flexible benefits plan, an employee-pay-all long-term care insurance program, and 
pending legislation to improve life insurance and health benefits. 


COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL RESOURCES 


SECRETARIES TO CHIEF CIRCUIT JUDGES 


In September 1987, the Judicial Conference approved a change to the 
Judiciary Salary Plan (JSP) qualification standards for principal secretaries to 
chief circuit judges to permit temporary promotion to JSP-12 after serving three 
years as a secretary to a circuit judge and upon a showing of exceptional circuit- 
wide duties and responsibilities (JCUS-SEP 87, pp. 64-65). When the chief judge 
stepped down, however, the secretary would revert back to th. grade that would 
have been attained had the temporary promotion not occurred. The Conference, 
on recommendation of the Committee on Judicial Resources, approved a change 
to the JSP qualification standards to allow a secretary to a chief circuit judge to be 
promoted from JSP-11 to JSP-12 after one year as a secretary to a circuit judge. 
To protect the secretaries from significant salary reductions once the chief circuit 
judge steps down, on the Committee’s recommendation, the Conference also 
povided that the promotion to JSP-12 of the chief circuit judge’s secretary be 
considered temporary for only two years, and that after the two-year period, the 
promotion to JSP-12 be made permanent. 


SETTLEMENT C'ONFERENCE ATTORNEY OFFICES 


At its September 1994 session, the Judicial Conference approved a five- 
year cap on the growth of .!e settlement conference attorney program and 
provided that requests for new positions within the approved cap may be 
authorized by the Administrative Office while requests for positions in excess of 
the cap must be referred to the Committee or Judicial Resources and the 
Conference for approval (JCUS-SEP 94, pp. 56-57). On recommendation of the 
Committee, the Conference approved one attorney and one support staff position 
for the Eleventh Circuit settlement conference attorney’s office to establish a 
branch office in Miami, Florida, beginning in fiscal year 2000. The Conference 
directed that funding be provided by the Administrative Office at the appropriate 
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Cost Control Monitoring System national average salary level. See also supra, 
“Cost Control Monitoring System,” pp. 58-59. 


BANKRUPTCY APPELLATE PANEL STAFFING 


The staff attorney position for the Second Circuit Bankruptcy Appellate 
Panel (BAP) was originally authorized in 1996 and was later extended through the 
end of fiscal year 1998. In response to a request from the Second Circuit BAP, 
and on the Committee’s recommendation, the Judicial Conference approved a 
one-year extension of the bankruptcy appellate panel staff attorney for the Second 
Circuit until September 30, 1999. 


BANKRUPTCY ADMINISTRATORS 


After consulting with the Committee on the Administration of the 
Bankruptcy System, the Judicial Resources Committee recommended that the 
Conference approve requests for seven new positions for fiscal year 2000 for the 
bankruptcy administrators: one in the Eastern District of North Carolina, one in 
the Western District of North Carolina, four in the Northern District of Alabama, 
and one in the Southern District of Alabama. The Conference approved the 
Committee’s recommendation. 


CIRCUIT EXECUTIVE FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 


The Chief Judge of the United States Court of Appeals for the Fedexal 
Circuit requested that the Conference seek an amex.ument to 28 U.S.C. §§ 332(e) 
and (f) to include a provision for the establishment of a circuit executive for the 
Federal Circuit. Although the Federal Circuit does not have a circuit judicial 
council, many of the responsibilities currently performed by the clerk of court in 
the Federal Circuit are the same as those functions prescribed by § 332(e), which 
identifies duties that may be delegated to a circuit executive. On recommendation 
of the Judicial Resources Committee, the Judicial Conference agreed to seek an 
amendment to 28 U.S.C § 332 to establish a combined circuit executive/clerk of 
court position for the Federal Circuit. 
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COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE MAGISTRATE JUDGES SYSTEM 


SELECTION AND APPOINTMENT REGULATIONS 


Currently, sections 2.01 and 6.03(a) of the Regulations of the Judicial 
Conference of the United States Establishing Standards and Procedures for the 
Appointment and Reappointment of United Siates Magistrate Judges require that, 
prior to the selection of a magistrate judge, notice of the impending appointment 
be published in a general local newspaper or similar publication and, if 
practicable, in a bar journal, newsletter, or local legal periodical. Some courts, 
particularly in metropolitan areas, have been concerned about the high costs of 
publication in their local newspapers. Concluding that the courts themselves are 
in the best position to determine how to provide effective notice, the Committee 
recommended, and the Conference approved, amendments to sections 2.01 and 
6.03(a) of the regulations to require that before a district court selects a magistrate 
judge, whether a new appointment or a reappointment, it must publish a public 
notice in a general local newspaper, in a widely-circulated local legal periodical, 
or in both. 


(CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE JUDGE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Committee on the Administration 
of the Magistrate Judges System and the recommendations of the Director of the 
Administrative Office, the district courts, and the judicial councils of the circuits, 
the Judicial Conference approved the following changes in salaries and 
arrangements for full-time and part-time magistrate judge positions. Changes 
with a budgetary impact are to be effective when appropria‘ed funds are available. 


FIRST CIRCUIT 
District of New Hampshire 


Made no change in the number of positions or the location of the existing 
magistrate judge position in the district. 
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SECOND CIRCUIT 
District of Vermont 


Made no change in the number of positions or the location of the existing 
magistrate judge position in the district. 


FOURTH CIRCUIT 
District of South Carolina 


l. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Aiken 
from Level 8 ($3,167 per annum) to Level 6 ($10,557 per annum); and 


2. Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the other 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


FIFTH CIRCUIT 
Northern District of Mississippi 


Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangerrents of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 


Northern District of Texas 


l. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at San 
Angelo from Level 6 ($10,557 per annum) to Level 4 ($31 672 per 
annum); 


2. Decreased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Abilene 
from Level 4 ($31,672 per annum) to Level 5 ($21,115 per annum); and 


3. Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


Western District of Texas 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 
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NINTH CIRCUIT 


District of Alaska 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate jud,e position at Juneau 
from Level 5 ($21,115 per annum) to Level 1 ($58,065 per annum) for a 
two-month period commencing October 1, 1998, with a reduction back to 
Level 5 thereafter. 


District of Hawaii 


1. 


Converted the part-time magistrate judge position at Honolulu to full-time 
status; and 


2. Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 

District of Oregon 
Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Pendleton 
from Level 7 ($5,279 per annum) to Level 6 ($10,557 per annum). 

TENTH CIRCUIT 

District of New Mexico 

l. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Gallup 
from Level 8 ($3,167 per annum) to Level 7 ($5,279 per annum); and 

2. Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 

Eastern District of Oklahoma 


l. 


Inci sed the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at 
McAlester from Level: ($31,672 per anrum) to Level 2 ($52,787 per 
annum); and 
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2. Made no change in the number, location, or arrangements of the other 
magistrate judge position in the district. 

District of Utah 

1. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at St. 
George from Level 6 ($10,557 per annum) to Level 4 ($31,672 per 
annum); and 

2. Made ro change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 

Southern District of Florida 

l. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Miami; 

2. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at West Palm 
Beach; and 

3. Made no change in che number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of the 
other magistrate judge positions in the district. 

Middle District of Georgia 

l. Converted the part-time magistrate judge position at Columbus to full- 
time status; and 

2. Made no change in the number, locations, or arrangements of the other 
magistrate judge positions in the district. 

ACCELERATED FUNDING 


The accelerated funding program was originally established ii: fisca: vear 


1991 to provide prompt magistrate judge assistance to judicial districts seriously 
affected by drug filings (JCUS-SEP 90, p. 94). It was subsequently expanded t= 
include courts affected by the CJRA (JCUS-SEP 92, p. 79). Following the 
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expiration of most of the provisions of the CJRA on December 1, 1997, the 
Committee reviewed the accelerated funding program and determined that instead 
of establishing specific criteria for the designation of a position for accelerated 
funding, it was appropriate to consider all relevant factors in its determination. On 
recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference agreed that in lieu of 
the criteria for accelerated funding previously applied by the Conference, 
accelerated funding for magistrate judge positions would be provided to all courts 
with an imm cdiate need for prompt magistrate judge assistance, as recommended 
by the Committee. 


On recommendation of the Committee, the Judiciz. Conference agreed to 
designate the new magistrate judge positions at Honolulu, Hawaii; Miami, 
Florida; West Palm Beach, Florida; and Columbus, Georgia, for accelerated 
funding in fiscal year 1999. 


COMMITTEE TO REVIEW CIRCUIT COUNCIL CONDUCT AND 
DISABILITY OP DERS 


COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES 


In May 1997, the Judicial Conference determined to oppose legislation 
introduced in the 105" Congress to amend the Judicial Conduct and Disabi'ity Act 
of 1980 (28 U.S.C. § 372(c)) regarding the transfer to another circuit of 
complaints of judicial misconduct (JCUS-SEP 97, pp. 81-82). The Committee to 
Review Circuit Council Conduct and Disability Orders reported that there had 
been no action on this proposal 1a the Senate, and that the Committee would 
continue to monitor any legislaiive developments in this area. The Committee 
further reported that it determined to add commentary to the Illustrative Rules 
Governing Compiaints of Judicial Mis: ouduct and Disability to provide guidance 
in dealing with th. problem of mass filings of identical section 372(c) complaints 
by different individuals against the same judge or judges. 
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COMMITTEE ON RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 


FEDERAL RULES OF BANKRUPTCY PROCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the 
Judicial Conference proposed amendments to Bankruptcy Rules 1017 (Dismissal 
or Conversion of Case; Suspension), 1019 (Conversion of Chapter 11 
Reorganization Case, Chapter 12 Family Farmer’s Debt Adjustment Case, or 
Chapter 13 Individual’s Debt Adjustment Case to Chapter 7 Liquidation Case), 
2002 (Notices to Creditors, Equity Security Holders, United States, and United 
States Trustee), 2003 (Meeting of Creditors or Equity Security Holders), 3020 
(Deposit; Confirmation of Plan in a Chapter 9 Municipality or a Chapter 11 
Reorganization Case), 3021 (Distribution under Plan), 4001 (Relief from 
Automatic Stay: Prohibiting or Conditioning the Use, Sale, or Lease of Property; 
Use of Cash Collateral; Obtaining Credit; Agreements), 4004 (Grant or Denial of 
Discharge), 4007 (Determination of Dischargeability of a Debt), 6004 (Use, Sale, 
or Lease of Property), 6006 (Assumption, Rejection and Assignment of Executory 
Contracts and Unexpired Leases), 7001 (Scope of Rules of Part VII), 7004 
(Process; Service of Summons, Complaint), 7062 (Stay of Proceedings to Enforce 
a Judgment), 9006 (Time), and 9014 (Contested Matters). The proposed 
amendments were accompanied by Committee Notes explaining their purpose and 
intent. The Judicial Conference approved the amendments and authorized their 
transmittal to the Supreme Court for its consideration with the recommendation 
that they be adopted by the Court and transmitted to Congress in accordance with 
the law. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the 
Judicial Conference proposed technical amendments to Wivil Rule 6(b) (Time) 
and Form 2 (Allegation of Jurisdiction). The proposed amendments were 
accompanied by Committee Notes explaining their purpose and intent. The 
Judicial Conference approved the amendments and authorized their transmittal to 
the Supreme Court for its consideration with the recommendation that they be 
adopted by the Court and transmitted to Congress in accordance with the law. 
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FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PRUCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted proposed 
amendments to Criminal Rules 6 (The Grand Jury), 11 (Pleas), 24 (Trial Jurors), 
and 54 (Application and Exception) to the Judicial Conference, along with 
Committee Notes explaining their purpose and intent. The Judicial Conference 
approved the amendments and authorized their transmittal to the Supreme Court 
for its consideration with the recommendation that they be adopted by the Court 
and transmitted to Congress in accordance with the law. 


COMMITTEE ON SECURITY AND FACILITIES 


CHILD CARE CENTERS IN COURTHOUSES 


Following the bombing of the Alfred P. Murrah Federal Building in 
Oklahoma City, the Committee considered whether it is advisable for federally- 
sponsored child day care centers to be located in federal courthouses. After 
reviewing the positions of the Committee on Judicial Resources, the Department 
of Justice, the United States Marshals Service, and an executive branch 
interagency working group on security issues in federal facilities, the Committee 
recommended amendments to the judiciary’s existing policy on housing day care 
centers. The Conference slightly modified, and then approved, the Committee’s 
recommendation that it— 


a. Reaffirm support for participation by the judiciary in the Federal Day Care 
Center Program; 


b. Amend its existing policy on participation by the courts in the Federal Day 
Care Center Program to preclude location of such centers in new or 
renovated buildings housing courts and seek relocation of centers in 
existing buildings housing court operations within three years. If a center 
has not been relocated within three years, an examination of the 
circumstances contributing to the inability to relocate the center(s) should 
be pursued; 
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C, Encourage courts to pursue establishment of child day care centers outside 
of buildings housing courts; and 


d. Amend the United States Courts Design Guide to include language 
precluding location of a child day care center when constructing or 
renovating a courthouse. 


FUNDING FOR COURTHOUSE CONSTRUCTION 


In late 1997, the Office of Management and Budget submitted to Congress 
an executive branch budget request for fiscal year 1999 that did not include any 
funds in the General Services Administration (GSA) budget for courthouse 
construction. In light of the serious implications of delaying the courthouse 
construction program further (no funds were included in GSA’s budget for fiscal 
year 1998), the Committee on Security and Facilities proposed that funds for 
courthouse construction be requested as part of the judiciary’s, rather than GSA’s, 
budget beginning in fiscal year 2000. This action would be consistent with prior 
Conference support for the judiciary’s independence from the executive branch in 
the area of real property administration. See JCUS-SEP 89, p. 81; Long Range 
Plan for the Federal Courts, December 1995, p. 86 (Implementation Strategy 
51a). On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference agreed to 
seek funding for courthouse construction, including funding for planning new 
projects, in the judiciary’s budget request beginning in fiscal year 2000, unless a 
further assessment of congressional reaction to such a proposal counsels against 
such action as determined jointly by the chairmen of the Security and Facilities 
Committee and Budget Committee, and the Director of the Administrative Office. 


FUNDING 


All of the foregoing recommendations that require the expenditure of 
funds for implementation were approved by the Judicial Conference subject to the 
availability of funds, and subject to whatever priorities the Conference might 
establish for the use of available : sources. 
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RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 


Except as otherwise specified, the Conference authorized the immediate 
release of matters considered by this session where necessary for legislative or 
administrative action. 


Chief Justice of the Uni tates 
Presiding 


y dil lager? 


March 10 and September /5, /998 
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Anderson, Stephen H., 39 


Appropriations 
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Article III status for Virgin Islands District Court, 15 
Aspen, Marvin E., 4 
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Automation and Technology, Committee on, 6-7, 44 
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staffing, 81 
use in appellate process, 46-47 


Bankruptcy judges (see judges, bankruptcy) 
Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1994, 46 
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Bankruptcy rules (see rules of practice and procedure) 
Bankruptcy Rules, Advisory Committee on, 53 


Bankruptcy system (see also judges. bankruptcy) 
appellate review, 46-47 
bankruptcy administrator staffing, 81 
bankruptcy appellate panel staffing, 81 
chapter 7 filing fee waiver program study, 7 
clerks’ offices, combining functions with district clerks’ offices, 10 
consolidation of clerks’ functions with other offices, 65-66 
data collection and dissemination, 40, 56 
graduated filing fees study, 12 
intercircuit assignment of bankruptcy judges, 45 
judgeships, 44-45 
National Bankruptcy Review Commission, 46-58 
place of holding bankruptcy court, 46 
Statistical reporting, appeals, | 1 
tenure of chief bankruptcy judges, 8 


Bankruptcy System, Committee on the Administration 
of the, 7-8, 11, 12, 18, 40-41, 44-58, 81 


Benefits (see also compensation; retirement) 
dependent care assistance program, 23 
Federal Employees Group Life Insurance, 18 
professional liability insurance, 22-23 
supplemental, 22 
Biennial judgeship needs surveys (see judgeships, Article III) 
Bowman, Pasco, 4 
Budget (see appropriations) 
Budget, Committee on the, 8-9, 58-59, 89 
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Chief judges 
bankruptcy 
judges’ travel, 18-19 
tenure, 8 
certifying officer legislation, 59 
circuit, circuit council composition, 63 
circuit, complaints of misconduct or disability, 29 
circuit, designation of bankruptcy judge in Chapter 9 cases, 58 
circuit, secretaries, 80 
district, juror qualification determination, 62 


Chief Justice of the United States, 40 
Child care centers in courthouses, 88-89 


Circuit executives 
community affairs pilot program, 43 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, 81 
staffing, 22 


Circuit judges (see judges, circuit) 


Circuit judicial councils 
composition, 63 
intercircuit and intracircuit assignments of magistrate judges, 24 
judgeship needs survey process, circuit, 19 
Virgin Islands District Court, Article III status, 15 


Civil Justice Reform Act of 1990 (CJRA) 
accelerated funding, magistrate judge positions, 85-86 
staffing resources, 21 
statistical reporting, bankruptcy appeals, 11 
statistical reporting, social security appeals, 63 
sunset provisions, 12 


Civil rules (see rules of practice and procedure) 


Civil Service Retirement System, 42 
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Clerks of court 
bankruptcy, electronic data, 40-41 
bankruptcy, notice to governmental units, 56 
bankruptcy, workload, 48, 51 
combined circuit executive/clerk of court position, 81 
combining functions of district and bankruptcy courts clerks’ offices, 10 
consolidation of functions, bankruptcy with district, 65-66 
district, juror qualification determination, 62 
judges’ recusal lists, 60-61 


Code of Conduct for Federal Public Defender Employees, 60 
Codes of Conduct, Committee on, 9, 60-61 

Commission on Executive, Legislative and Judicial Salaries, 18 
Community defender organizations (see defender services) 


Compensation (see also benefits) 
judicial, 17-18, 79-80 
panel attorney compensation in extraordinary case, 42 
quality step increases, federal defender employees, 13 
salary matching/advanced in-step appointment, 21-22 
secretaries to chief circuit judges, 80 


Conduct and disability, judicial 
transfer of complaint, 29, 86 


Conduct and Disability Orders, Committee to Review 
Circuit Council, 29, 86 


Congress (see also legislation, pending) 
bankruptcy case data and statistics, 40-41 
bankruptcy judges’ travel, 18 
chapter 7 filing fee waiver program report, 7 
circuit council composition, 63 
Civil Justice Reform Act, sunset provisions, 12 
combining functions of bankruptcy and district court clerks’ offices, 10-11 
consolidation, bankruptcy and district court clerks’ offices, 65-66 
courthouse construction funding, , 30-31, 89 
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Congress (continued): 
courtroom utilization data, 30 
criminal rules amendments, 24, 29 
dependent care assistance program, 23 
FBI report on DNA, 66 
federal death penalty cases report, 67 
financial disclosure reports, release, 6, 16 
graduated fees in bankruptcy, 12 
judgeships, Article III, 19-20 
judgeships, bankruptcy, 44-45 
judicial compensaticn, 17-18 
jury administration practices, 61-62 
medical records privacy, 74-76 
National Bankruptcy Review Commission report, 46-58 
professional liability insurance, 22-23 
rules of practice and procedure, 87-88 
salaries of Members, 79 
salary compression, 17-18 


Cost Control Monitoring System, 58-59, 81 


Court administration 
alternative dispute resolution, 42, 53 
bankruptcy and district court clerks’ offices, combining functions, 10-11 
cameras in the courtroom, 10 
CJRA sunset provisions, 12 
consolidation, bankruptcy and district court clerks’ offices, 65-66 
electronic public access fee, 64-65 
graduated filing fees in bankruptcy courts, 12 
jury administration, 61-62 
multidistrict litigation transfer, 76 
place of holding bankruptcy court, 46 
sharing court facilities with state and local courts, 10 
statistical reporting of bankruptcy appeals, 1 1 


Court Administration and Case Management, Committee on, 9-12, 42, 46, 47, 61-66, 
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Court of Federal Claims 
miscellaneous fees, 64-65 


Court reporting, realtime 
disabled bankruptcy judges, 42-43 


Courthouses (see space and facilities) 


Courtroom 
cameras, 10. 
deputy clerk staffing, 21 
utilization data, 30 


Courts of appeals 
bankruptcy appeals, 46-47 
combined circuit executive/clerk of court position, 81 
electronic public access fee, 64-65 
judgeship needs survey process, 19 
judgeships, 19 


Cox, Emmett R., 39 


Criminal Justice Act (CJA) (see also defender services) 

attorney compensation in extraordinary case, 42 

capital federal habeas corpus 
expert attorney consultants, 14 
representation in state court, 14-15 

CJA Form 23, 15 

Federal Death Penalty Cases: Recommendations Concerning the Cost 
and Quality of Defense Representation, 67-74 

Guidelines for the Administration of the Criminal Justice Act, 14, 73 

panel attorney administration, 67 


Criminal Law, Committee on, 13, 66 
Criminal rules (see also rules of practice and procedure) 


advisory commiitee, 24, 29 


grand jury size, 29 
magistrate judges’ continuance of preliminary examination, 24 
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Data Communications Network (DCN), 44 


Defender services (see also Criminal Justice Act) 

capital federal habeas corpus 
expert attorney consultants, 14 
representation in state courts, 14-15 

code of conduct, federal defender employees, 60 

Federal Death Penalty Cases: Recommendations Concerning the Cost 
and Quality of Defense Representation, 67-74 

federal death penalty representation, 67-74 

federal public defender organizations’ funding requests, 67 

financial plan, FY 1999, 41 

panel attorney administration, 67 

quality step increases, federal defender employees, 13 


Defender Services, Committee on, 13-14, 67-74 
Department of Justice, 13, 71, 72, 73, 88 
Executive Office for U. S. Trustees, 40-41, 54-55, 56 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, 69 
United States Marshals Service, 16, 88 
Dependent care assistance program, 23 
Design Guide (see United States Courts Design Guide) 


Directory of Cooperative and Sharing Arrangements in Districts with Separate Pretrial 
Services and Probation Offices, 66 


Disabled individuals 
personal assistants for, 23 


98 


March 10 and September 15, 1998 


District courts (see also bankruptcy system; magistrate judges system; probation and 
pretrial services) 


alternative dispute resolution staffing resources, 20-21 
bankruptcy appeals, 40-47, 63 
certifying officers, 59 
Civil Justice Reform Act 
accelerated funding for magistrate judge positions, 85-86 
statistical reporting, 11, 63 
sunset, 12 
clerks’ offices, combining functions with bankruptcy, 10-11 
clerk’s office consolidation with bankruptcy and probation offices, 05-66 
court ordered taxation, 77 
courtroom deputy clerk staffing credit, 21 
electronic public access fee, 64-65 
habeas corpus, 77 
information technology committees, 7 
judgeship needs survey process, 19 
judgeships, 19-20 
jury administration, 61-62 
magistrate judge positions, 6, 25-28, 42, 82-85 
multidistrict litigation transfer provision, 76 
panel attorney administration, 67 
prisoner litigation, 77-78 
social security appeals, statistical reporting, 63 
special masters, 77 
termination of prospective relief, 77 
three-judge courts, 77 
Virgin Islands, Article III status, 15 


District judges (see judges, district) 


Electronic Courtroom Project, 44 


Employment Cost Index (ECI), 17, 79 


Ethics in Government Act of 1978, 16, 78 


Executive branch (see also Department of Justice; General Services 
Administration, President of the United States), 17-18, 21-22, 22, 23, 59, 79, 88, 89 
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Executive Committee, 4-6, 17, 31, 38-43, 79 

Executive Office for U. S. Trustees (see Department of Justice) 
Fair Credit Reporting Act, 51 

Federal Bureau of Investigation (see Department of Justice) 
Federal Day Care Center Program, 88-89 


Federal Death Penalty Cases; Recommendations Concerning the Cost and 
Quality of Defense Representation, 67-74 
appointment of federal defender organization, 70 
appointment of more than two lawyers, 69-70 
attorney compensation, 69 
case budgeting, 72-73 
case management, 73-74 
consultation in selecting counsel, 69 
cost data availability, 74 
death penalty authorization process, 71 
experts, 71-72 
federal death penalty resource counsel, 71 
qualifications for appointment of counsel, 68-69 
training, 72 


Federal Employees Group Life Insurance (FEGL)), 18 


Federal Employees Retirement System, 42 
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Federal Judicial Center, 40 

Ad Hoc Committee to Study Merits of Motions Related to the 
Report of the Ad Hoc Strategic Planning Committee of 
the Federal Judicial Center, 31-33 

ad hoc strategic planning committee, 31 

chapter 7 filing fee waiver program study, 7 

elections to the board, 4 

Interagency Coordinating Committee of Senior Managers, 32-33 

memorandum of understanding, Foundation funds administration, 41-42 

relationship with Administrative Office, 6, 31-33 

training, 6, 32-33 

training judges for death penalty cases, 73 

working group with Judicial Conference, 31, 33 


Federal public defender organizations (see defender services) 
Federal rules (see rules of practice and procedure) 
Federai-State Jurisdiction, Committee on, 15, 74-78 


Fees 
bankruptcy, chapter 7 filing fee waiver program, 7 
bankruptcy, graduated fee system, 12 
Court of Federal Claims, miscellaneous, 65 


electronic access to court information, 64-65 

Internet access to court information, 64-65 

Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation, miscellaneous, 64 
juror attendance, 9 

miscellaneous schedules, 64-65 


Financial Disclosure, Committee on, 6, 16, 61, 78 
Financial disclosure reports, 6, 16, 78 

Financial plans (see appropriations) 

Funding (see appropriations) 

General Services Administration, 89 
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Grand juries, size, 29 
Grassley, Charles, 18 
Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures, \\, 14, 73 


Guidelines 
administration of the Criminal Justice Act, 14, 73 
intercircuit and intracircuit assignment of magistrate judges, 24 
intercircuit assignment of Article III judges, 17 
intercircuit assignment of bankruptcy judges, 45 


Habeas corpus 
capital federal 
expert attorney consultants, 14 
representation in state courts, 14-15 
Miranda claims and voluntarily given confession, 77 


Hamilton, Jean C., 4 
Illustrative Rules Governing Complaints of Judicial Misconduct and Disability, 86 


Information technology, 44 
Internet access fees, 64-65 
local information technology committees, 7 
Long Range Plan for Information Technology in the Federal Judiciary, 6-7 


Insurance (see benefits) 


Intercircuit assignments 
Article II] judges, 12, 16-17, 79 
guidelines for Article III judges, 17 


guidelines for bankruptcy judges, 45 
intercircuit and intracircuit assignment of magistrate judges, 24 


Intercircuit Assignments, Committee on, 16-17, 79 
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International Judicial Relations, Committee on, 17, 43, 79 
Internet access to court information, 64-65 
Intracircuit assignments, magistrate judges, 24 


Judges, Article III (see also chief judges) 
benefits, 18, 22, 23, 79-80 
circuit council composition, 63 
compensation, 17-18, 79 
financial disclosure reports, 6, 16, 78 
intercircuit assignments, 16-17, 79 
law clerk interviews, 38 
recusal obligations, 60-61 
sentencing commission chair, 40 
travel, subsistence allowance, 18 


Judges, bankruptcy (see also chief judges; judges, Article III) 
benefits, 18, 22, 23 
chief, tenure, 8 
financial disclosure reports, 6, 16, 78 
intercircuit assignment guidelines, 45 
realtime court reporting, 42-43 
recalled, 18 
retirement regulations, 8 
travel, 18-19 


Judges, circuit (see also chief judges; judges, Article III) 
chief, complaints of misconduct or disability, 29 


Judges, district (see also judges, Article III) 
courtroom support, 21 
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Judges, magistrate 
accelerated funding, 85-86 
benefits, 18, 22, 23 
changes in positions, 6, 25-28, 42, 82-85 
continuance of preliminary examination, 24 
financial disclosure reports, 6, 16, 78 
intercircuit and intracircuit assignments, 24 
part-time, 25 
public notice of impending appointment, 82 
recalled, 18, 25 
retirement regulations, 25 


Judgeships, Article III 


courts of appeals, 19 
district courts, 19-20 


needs survey process, circuit, 19 
Judgeships, bankruptcy, 44-45 


Judicial branch 
child care centers in courthouses, 88-89 
courthouse construction funding, 89 
dependent care assistance program, 23 
judicial compensation, 17-18, 79 
personal assistants for employees with disabilities, 23 
professional liability insurance, 22-23 
salary matching/advanced in-step appointment, 21-22 
supplemental benefits, 22 


Judicial Branch, Committee on the, 17-19, 79 


Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of 1980, 29, 86 
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Federal Judicial Center Foundation funds administration, 41-42 
funding of actions, 34, 89 
memorandum of understanding with Federal Judicial Center Board, 
and Federal Judicial Center Foundation Board, 41-42 
release of actions, 34, 90 
The Judicial Conference and its Committees, 40 
working group with the Federal Judicial Center, 31-32, 33 


Judicial councils of the circuits (see circuit judicial councils) 
Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation, 64, 76 

Judicial Resources, Committee on, 19-23, 42, 46, 47, 80-81, 88 
Judiciary Salary Plan, 80 

Juror attendance fee, 9 


Jury administration 
exemption for members of armed forces, 62 
juror qualification determination, 61-62 
Methods Analysis Program proposals, 61-62 
public notice of selection process, 62 


Jury Selection and Service Act, 62 


Law clerk interviews, 38 


Legislation, pending (105" Congress) 
Alternative Dispute Resolution Act of 1998 (H.R. 3528), 42 
bankruptcy reform legislation, 40-41 
dependent care assistance program (H.R. 2213), 23 
financing mechanisms for new buildings (H.R. 623), 30-31 
General Services Administration Improvement Act of 1997 (H.R. 2751), 30 
grand juries, size (H.R. 1536), 29 
Judicial Conduct and Disability Act amendment (H.R. 1252), 29, 86 
Judicial Improvement Act of 1998 (H.R. 2163), 76-78 
Judicial Reform Act of 1998 (H.R. 1252), 42 
medical records privacy legislation, 74-76 
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Legislative branch (see Congress) 
Lexicon, Inc., v. Milberg Weiss Bershad Hynes & Lerach, 76 


Long Range Plan for Automation in the Federal Judiciary (see Long Range 
Plan for Information Technology in the Federal Judiciary) 


Long Range Plan for Information Technology in the Federal Judiciary, 6-7 
Long Range Plan for the Federal Courts, 63, 75, 89 
Magill, Frank J., 39 
Magistrate judges (see judges, magistrate) 
Magistrate judges system (see also judges, magistrate) 
accelerated funding, 85-86 
changes in positions, 6, 25-28, 42, 82-85 
continuance of preliminary examination, 24 
intercircuit and intracircuit assignments, 24 
public notice of impending appointments, 82 


Magistrate Judges System, Committee on the Administration 
of the, 6, 24-28, 42, 82-85 


Marcus, Stanley, 4 
Mass torts, 51 
Medical records privacy, 74-76 


Memorandum of Understanding, Federal Judicial Center 
Foundation funds administration, 41-42 


Methods Analysis Program (MAP), 61-62, 66 
Miscellaneous fee schedules (see fees) 


National Academy of Public Administration, 10 
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abusive serial filings, 57 

admission to practice, 55-56 

appellate review, 46-47 

Article III status, 55 

attorney referral programs, 56 

audits of debtors’ schedules, 48 

chapter 9 cases, presiding judge, 58 

chapter 9 municipal cases, 57 

chapter 11 creditors’ meeting, 53 

chapter 11 disclosure statements, 57 

chapter 11 examiners, 53-54 

chapter 11 small business cases, 54-55 

chapter 12 family farmer cases, 58 

consent of former partners, 52 

consumer bankruptcies, systems administration, 48 
credit rehabilitation programs, 51 

credit reporting agencies, 51 

creditors’ committees, 53 

data compilation and dissemination, 56 
debtor’s exemptions, 49 

declaratory relief, 57 

dischargeability of criminal restitution orders, 49-50 
dischargeability of family support obligations, 50 
dischargeability of student loans, 50 
education programs for debtors, 48 

electronic access to bankruptcy data, 56 
employee participation in bankruptcy cases, 53 
false claims by creditors, 48 

fee examiners, 56 

in rem orders, 51 

interest rate for secured creditors, 51 

limited liability company, 52 

mass future claims, 51 

mediation programs, 53 

national filing system, 48 

notice to governmental units, 56 

objections to debtors’ discharge, 50 
partnership cases, 52 
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National Bankruptcy Review Commission (continued): 
pre-bankruptcy default judgments, 50 
qualification of professionals, 55 
reaffirmation agreements, 49 
security interests in household goods, 49 
small business cases, 54-55 
taxation, 56-57 
trust fund taxes, 57 
United States trustee program, 55 
valuation of collateral, 50-51 
venue for corporate debtors, 55 
venue for preference actions, 55 


Personnel, court 
alternative dispute resolution staffing resources, 20-21 
bankruptcy appellate panel, staffing, 81 
benefits, 18, 22, 23 
certifying officers, 59 
circuit executives’ offices, staffing, 22 
courtroom deputy staffing, 21 
Federal Circuit, circuit executive, 81 
financial disclosure reports, 6, 16, 78 
personal assistants for employees with disabilities, 23 
professional liability insurance, 22-23 
relocation allowance, 43 
retirement systems, 42 
salary matching/advanced in-step appointment policy, 21-22 
secretaries to chief circuit judges, 80 
settlement conference attorneys, staffing, 58-59, 80-81 
temporary staffing resources, 5-6 


Pilot programs 

community affairs, 43 

panel attorney administration, 67 
President of the United States, 30, 40, 46 


Pretrial services system (see probation and pretrial services system) 
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Prison Litigation Reform Act, 78 
Prisoner litigation, 77-78 
Pro, Philip M., 39 
Probation and pretrial services system 
consolidation of administrative and operational 
functions with clerks’ offices, 65-66 
Directory of Cooperative and Sharing Arrangements in Districts 
with Separate Pretrial Services and Probation Offices, 66 
pretrial services, investigation and report writing, 66 
pretrial services, supervision case tools, 66 
Professional liability insurance, 22-23 
Randolph, A. Raymond, 39 


Realtime court reporting 
for disabled bankruptcy judge, 42 


Regulations of the Director Implementing the Retirement and Survivors’ 
Annuities for Bankruptcy Judges and Magistrates Act of 1988, 8, 25 


Regulations of the Judicial Conference Establishing Standards and 
Procedures for the Recall of United States Magistrate Judges, 25 


Regulations of the Judicial Conference of the United States Establishing Standards 
and Procedures for the Appointment and Reappointment of United States Magistrate 


Judges, 82 
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, 23 
Relocation allowances, 43 


Report of the National Bankruptcy Review Commission, 46-58 
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Judicial Conference of the United States 


Resolutions 
Anderson, Stephen H., 39 
Amold, Richard S., 4-5 
Cox, Emmett R., 39 
Magill, Frank J., 39 
Pro, Philip M., 39 
Randolph, A. Raymond, 39 
Stotler, Alicemarie H., 39 


Retirement 
bankruptcy and magistrate judges, 8, 25 


Rule of law programs, 17, 43, 79 
Rules Enabling Act, 48, 52, 54, 56 
Rules of practice and procedure 
bankruptcy rules, 48, 49, 53, 57, 87 
civil rules, 87 
criminal rules, 88 
Rules of Practice and Procedure, Committee on, 24, 29, 46, 47, 87-88 
Salaries (see compensation) 


Salary matching/advanced in-step appointment policy, 21-22 


Security 
child care centers in courthouses, 88-89 


release of financial disclosure reports, 6, 16, 78 
Security and Facilities, Committee on, 16, 30-31, 88-89 
Sentencing, 13 
Settlement conference attorney offices 

funding, 58-59, 80 


relocation allowance, 43 
staffing, 80 
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Social security appeals, 63 


Space and facilities 
child care centers in courthouses, 88-89 
courthouse construction funding, 89 
courtroom utilization data, 30 
five-year courthouse construction plan, 30 
funding for space alterations, 5 
mechanisms for financing public buildings, 30-31 
sharing with state and local entities, 10 
United States Courts Design Guide, 30, 89 


Staffing resources 
alternative dispute resolution programs, 20-21 
arbitration, 21 
Civil Justice Reform Act, 21 
temporary, 5-6 


Statistics 
bankruptcy, 40-41, 56 


bankruptcy appeals, 11 
social security appeals, 63 
Stotler, Alicemarie H., 39 
Supporting personnel (see personnel, court) 
Technology (see information technology) 
The Judicial Conference and its Committees, 40 
Tribal courts, 59 
Training, 6, 31-33 
Travel, judges’, 18-19 


United States Agency for International Development, 17, 43, 79 
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United States Courts Design Guide, 30, 89 

United States Marshals Service (see Department of Justice) 
United States Sentencing Commission, 40 

United States trustees (see Department of Justice) 


Virgin Islands, 15 
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he success of the Administrative 
Tote can be measured by its 

ability to prepare and adequately 
equip judges and court staff to carry out 
their responsibilities. Our job is to an- 
ticipate needs, remove obstacles, and 
solve problems before they occur. 

When judges requested a secure 
network to electronically share drafts of 
opinions, we created one. When the Ex: 
ecutive Branch failed to provide funds 
for new courthouses, the Administrative 
Office successfully helped take the case 
directly to Congress. When judges ex- 
pressed concerns about insufficient ben- 
efits, a high-level benefits initiative team 
was established to study this issue for 
the entire judicial branch. 

In 1998 the Administrative Office 
completed system-wide projects that 
have been in progress for years, 
launched new studies, conducted valu- 
able training, and developed new ways 
to measure and evaluate resource needs. 
Every year it seems that we are doing 
more. We are doing it quicker. And, I be- 
lieve, we are doing it better. 

As was the case when it was cre- 
ated in 1939, the Administrative Office 
continues to provide administrative sup- 
port, program management, and policy 
development assistance to federal courts 
nationwide. However, over the years, the 
changing environment both inside and 
outside the Judiciary has required the 
Administrative Office to maintain a 
flexible approach to its work. When a 
judge or court asks for help, we need to 
be available. 

A rare constant has been upward 
spiraling caseloads. In 1998, district 
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court criminal filings registered a 
double-digit increase for the first time in 
26 years. Each quarter there is a new 
record level of bankruptcy filings. Re 
grettably, anoth« onstant has been the 
number of judges available to tackle the 
workload. No new Article III judgeships 
have been created since 1990 and no 
new bankruptcy judgeships since 1992. 
This focuses the spotlight on the Ad 
ministrative Office to develop creative 
and efficient approaches to work, which 
will help judges to cope with the record 
demands they are facing. 

An important facet of this respon- 
sibility is the ability to effectively com- 
municate to a Judiciary that is spread 
across the country and has a wide vari- 
ety of needs. While there are obvious ad- 
vantages to standardization, local court 
practices often demand specially tai- 
lored responses. The Administrative Of- 
fice has a responsibility to share local 
successes and failures with the appro- 
priate interested persons throughout the 
judicial branch. I believe we have in 
place the communications infrastructure 
to do this. 

In my 13 '2-year tenure as Direc- 
tor, mail has been replaced by fax, 
which in turn has been replaced by e 
mail as the primary method of commu- 
nicating crucial timely information to 
the courts. For 30 years, The Third 
Branch has been a key Judiciary com. 
munications too!. This year it has been 
joined by the Federal Judicial Television 
Network (FJTN). 

In 1998 the FJTN provided timely 
and useful training and information to 
judges and courts nationwide. When 
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the new 
Boston courthouse 
opened, the FJTN was there to 
give viewers a guided tour. When the 
government switched to a new credit 
card carrier, Judiciary employees re- 
ceived a prompt and valuable orienta- 
tion through the FJTN. With nearly 200 
courthouse satellite installations by the 
Administrative Office complete and 
more expected, the FJTN soon will be 
one of the largest civilian federal broad- 
cast networks, second only to the Social 
Security Administration 

Another vital communications 
link — the Data Communications Net- 
work (DCN) — was completed this 
year bringing to a close an effort begun 
in 1991 to provide judges and court em 
ployees a secure and efficient way to 
communicate via their desktop comput- 
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ers. The DCN connects ap 
proximately 700 court sites na 
tionwide and enables users to 
do everything from draft and 
produce court opinions to share 
Judicial Conference committee 
policy recommendations. The 
DCN also provides the framework 
for the J-Net, which already has 
brought significant efficiencies and 
cost savings to Judiciary operations. 
Essential manuals and guides today 
not only are found on courthouse 
bookshelves, but also have been 
placed on the J-Net, where they can 
be updated easily and searched by 
users. 
Administrative Office as: 
sessments indicate that judges al- 
ready are beginning to witness the 
benefits of many of the innovative 
options they are offered, particularly 
in the technological arena. Court- 
room technologies such as video evi- 
dence presentation, videoconferencing, 
electronic court reporting, and electronic 
case files have been found to improve 
case management, reduce trial time and 
litigation costs, and improve fact-find- 
ing, jury understanding, and access to 
court proceedings. The Administrative 
Office will continue to stress the devel. 
opment of innovative and versatile ap- 
proaches to court operations. 

The Judiciary s responsibility to 
spend taxpayer dollars constructively 
and wisely plays a role in daily Adminis: 
trative Office activities. At the same 
time, we strive to make operations and 
processes as simple as possible. | am 
pleased that two programs were recog- 
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nized with national awards this past 
year, The General Services Administra- 
tion singled out the Administrative 
Office's long-range facility planning 
process for receipt of a best practices 
award and the agency's alternative ap- 
proach for ordering furniture was recog- 
nized with the National Performance 
Review's Hammer Award. Numerous 
Administrative Office programs demon- 
strate similar commitments to innova- 
tion and cost consciousness. The Jury 
Modernization Project, which currently 
is being tested, should reduce the cost of 
jury selection, management, and track- 
ing. The already successful Bankruptcy 
Noticing Center expanded its opera- 
tions this year and processed and mailed 
approximately 70 million notices. An in- 
sightful report on federal death penalty 
costs was conducted and submitted to 
Congress. A strong and active manage- 
ment council has adopted a comprehen- 
sive approach to addressing what is 
known as the Y2K or year 2000 prob- 
lem. 

Whether we are developing a 
streamlined advisory group system or 
implementing a new work measurement 
initiative, the Administrative Office re- 
mains steadfastly mindful that our man- 
date is to serve the Judiciary. While the 
type and form of service has varied over 
the years, one constant of Administra- 
tive Office operations has been support 
to the Judicial Conference and its com- 
mittees. This work entails much more 
than planning biannual meetings. Un- 
der the direction of judges, staff conduct 
studies, prepare dratts, and dutifully 
implement Conference policies following 
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their adoption. Judicial Conference sup- 
port has and always will be an essential 
Administrative Office function. Just as 
certain is our commitment to equitable 
compensation for judges and adequate 
funding for Judiciary operations and 
programs, including courthouse 
projects. 

While I am extremely proud of the 
Administrative Office and its accom- 
plishments, I fully recognize that there is 
much more to accomplish. As we near 
the close of the millennium, now more 
than ever the Judiciary can rely on the 
Administrative Office for its prudent 
stewardship of funds, thoughtful and 
novel alternatives to daily operations, 
and skillful and efficient approaches to 
management. On behalf of the Adminis- 
trative Office, I can assure judges and 
court staff that we are committed to do- 
ing this — and much more — in 1999. 
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dministrative Office managers 
A staff work closely with’ 

judges and court employees na- 
tionwide to provide a seamless web of 
administrative support to ensure that 
the federal court system runs smoothly. 
Agency employees take pride in their 
many important responsibilities, which 
include supporting the Judicial Confer. 
ence of the United States and its com- 
mittees, helping obtain necessary re- 
sources from Congress, and looking 
continuously for ways to improve the 
quality of services, manage better, and 
economize. 

As federal courts face record lev- 
els of work, Administrative Office staff 
stand ready to use the latest technology, 
assist in developing innovative case-pro- 
cessing measures, and provide whatever 
other guidance and support are neces- 
sary so that judges and court employees 
can continue to discharge their duties ef- 
fectively and efficiently. 

This report on Administrative Of- 
fice activities during 1998 describes the 
progress and results of the agency's ef- 
forts. 


Congressional 
Relations 


Administrative Office staff sup- 
port the Judicial Conference and its 
committees by identifying and monitor- 
ing legislation that could have an impact 
on the federal Judiciary. They assist in 
the articulation of Judicial Conference 
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policies as they pertain to bills affecting 
the organization and operation of fed- 
eral courts, appropriations, courthouse 
construction and maintenance, and any 
other amendments offered to recent leg- 
islation. They prepare draft testimony, 
coordinate responses to inquiries from 
Congress, and meet regularly with 
House and Senate members and staff on 
issues of importance to the Judiciary. 

An important facet of the legisla- 
tive program is communicating the 
Judiciary s budget needs. In support of 
the Judicial Conference Committee on 
the Budget, chaired by Judge John G. 
Heyburn II, agency staff provide daily 
liaison with House and Senate appro- 
priations committee staff. 


egislative Activity 


The second session of the 105th 
Congress included activity on a wide 
range of issues important to the Judi- 
ciary. Congressional oversight hearings 
continued tv focus on judicial resources 
and so-called judicial activism. 

The chairs of 10 Judicial Confer- 
ence committees testified before con- 
gressional committees in 1998. Confer- 
ence representatives advocated the pas- 
sage of bills containing recommenda- 
tions of the Conference, but also ex- 
plained why the Conference opposes 
legislation that could adversely affect 
the Judiciary. 


FUNDING FOR COURTHOUSES 

APPROVED BY CONGRESS 

© For fiscal year 1999, the Judiciary 

proposed 14 new courthouse construc 
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Administrative 
Office staff 
support the 
Judicial 
Conference and 
its committees by 
identifying and 
monitoring 
legislation that 
could have an 
impact on the 
federal Judiciary. 


tion projects, totaling $507 million. The 
Administration, however, failed for the 
second year in a row to include money 
for new courthouses in its budget re- 
quest to Congress. The budget did in- 
clude $25 million for repair and alter- 
ation projects. Despite opposition from 
the Administration, the Judiciary was 
successful in obtaining funding for 
courthouse construction. Judge Norman 
H. Stahl, Chairman of the Judicial Con- 
ference Committee on Security and Fa- 
cilities, and Director Mecham met early 
in the year with congressional leaders. 
and Judge Stahl testified three times be 
fore the House and Senate authorizing 
committees to explain the importance of 
resuming courthouse funding. Judges 
Michael Ponsor, Avant Edenfield, and 
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Lamar Davis also testified, and Judge 
John Gibson submitted written state- 
ments on behalf of the Judicial Confer- 
ence Committee on Security and Facili- 
ties to the House and Senate appropria- 
tions committees. Chief Justice William 
H. Rehnquist, Director Mecham, and 
judges with proposed courthouses all 
communicated the need for new court- 
house funding to Congress. Finally, 
judges and Administrative Office staff 
hosted congressional staff on visits to 
several of the courthouses. Congress 
agreed that it was important to continue 
funding the courthouse construction 
program and ultimately approved fund 
ing for all of the proposed new court- 
houses, except for one in Savannah, 
Georgia, which was deferred for further 
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consideration. Congress also approved 
full funding for the repair and alteration 
projects. 

The 14 new courthouse construc- 
tion projects are in Brooklyn, N. Y.; 
Biloxi, Miss.; Denver, Colo.; Eugene, 
Ore.; Laredo, Texas; Springfield, Mass.: 
Jacksonville, Fla.; Wheeling, W. Va.; 
Little Rock, Ark.; Cape Girardeau, Mo.; 
Greenville, Tenn; San Diego, Calif.; San 
Jose, Calif; and Orlando, Fla. 


JUDGES’ COMPENSATION 

@ Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist, 
Judge David R. Hansen, chairman of 
the Judicial Conference Committee on 
the Judicial Branch, members of the Ju- 
dicial Conference Committee on Judicial 
Resources, many other federal judges, 
Director Mecham, and Administrative 
Office staff continued to stress the need 
for legislation to provide at least a cost- 
of-living adjustment for federal judges 
in order to ensure that judges, who 
make a life-time commitment to public 
service, are able to plan their futures 
based on reasonable expectation of com- 
pensation. During the first session, 
Congress did provide a 2.3 percent cost- 
of-living adjustment for fiscal year 
1998—the first in five years. 

However, the Treasury, Postal Ser- 
vice appropriations bill for fiscal year 
1999 contained a provision specifically 
denying cost-of-living adjustments to 
judges, as well as Members of Congress 
and senior Executive Branch officials. 


JUDICIAL OPERATIONS 
@ The House of Representatives 
passed H.R. 2294, the Federal Courts 
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Improvement Act. This bill, supported 
by the Judicial Conference, contained 
over 30 provisions that would amend 
the law on a wide range of issues re- 
lating to the Judiciary including fed- 
eral court jurisdiction, the authority of 
judicial officers, and personnel and ad- 
ministrative programs. Although Sena- 
tor Charles Grassley (R-IA) introduced 
his own version of the bill, he included 
as a condition to supporting the bill a 
reporting requirement on judges travel. 
The Senate adjourned without acting 
on the bill despite last minute efforts 
by Senator Orrin Hatch to rescue the 
measure. 

Two other bills containing numer- 
ous provisions affecting the Judiciary 
were considered in 1998. The Judicial 
Reform Act of 1997, which passed the 
House, included provisions to require a 
three-judge court to hear certain chal- 
lenges to state laws adopted by refer- 
enda, to authorize a presiding judge to 
permit the televising or photographing 
of proceedings over which that judge 
presides, and to bar judges from enter- 
ing prisoner release orders based on 
prison conditions and to terminate all 
consent decrees entered into before en- 
actment of the Prison Litigation Re- 
form Act. The Judicial Conference op- 
posed several provisions in this bill, 
some of which were amended or deleted 
before passage. The Judicial Improve- 
ment Act of 1998, a Senate version of 
the Judicial Reform Act, contained 
variations of provisions in the House 
bill, as well as different provisions. 
Neither bill became law. Although 
some sections in these bills are accept- 
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able to the Judiciary, many provisions 
raise significant concerns; the Adminis 
trative Office will continue to share the 
relevant views of the Conference on 
such sections if they are pursued in the 
106th Congress. 

A proposal to further court-an 
nexed alternative dispute resolution 
was passed and signed into law as PL. 
105-315. As this issue evolved, mem. 
bers of the Judiciary communicated the 
Judicial Conference desire to allow for 
flexibility within the courts. The act re- 
quires establishment of an alternative 
dispute resolution program in every ju- 
dicial district, but it allows each court 
to determine the scope and details of its 
program. 

The House Judiciary Subcommit- 
tee on Courts and Intellectual Property 
held an oversight hearing on the judicial 
branch in June. This was the first such 
hearing since 1993. Judge Wm. Terrell 
Hodges testified as a representative of 
the Judicial Conference, Director 
Mecham for the Administrative Office, 
and Judge Rya Zobel for the Federal Ju- 
dicial Center. 


JUDICIAL RESOURCES 


© Congress adjourned without acting 
on the request of the Judicial Conference 
for 17 additional court of appeals judge- 
ships and 36 district court judgeships as 
it has done since 1990. Although Repre- 
sentative Charles Canady (R-FL) was 
successful in adding judgeship positions 
for the Middle and Southern Districts of 
Florida to the Judiciary s Federal Courts 
Improvement Act, this bill was not en- 
acted before Congress adjourned. Also, 
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the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee on 
Administrative Oversight and the 
Courts held additional hearings on judi- 
cial resource needs in the courts of ap- 
peals. The focus was on whether new 
judgeships should be created and exist 
ing vacancies filled. Judge Julia Smith 
Gibbons testified before the Senate sub 
committee. 

The Judicial Conference request 
for the creation of 18 new bankruptcy 
judgeships was added to the bankruptcy 
reform legislation, which was passed by 
the Senate in September 1998. This re. 
quest already had passed the House as a 
separate bill. Despite efforts by both 
judges and agency staff, the bankruptcy 
judgeship request failed because it was 
tied to the unsuccessful bankruptcy re- 
form legislation and because consensus 
could not be reached on breaking it 
away from that bill. 

A bill to reform the Federal Em- 
ployees Group Life Insurance system, 
passed both houses of Congress and be- 
came PL. 105-311. 


JUDICIAL VACANCIES 

© During the second session of the 
105" Congress, the Senate confirmed 65 
federal judges: 13 court of appeals 
judges, two to the Court of International 
Trade, and 50 district court judges. This 
brought the number of judges confirmed 
in both sessions of the 105" Congress to 
a total of 101, compared to 75 judges 
confirmed in the 104" Congress. As of 
December |, 1998, there were 55 vacan- 
cies: 16 in the courts of appeals, 38 in 
the district courts, and one on the Court 
of International Trade. 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE 

@ Proposals to extend rights to victims 
of crime continued to be considered. A 
hearing was held in the Senate Judiciary 
Committee in April, and, subsequently, 
S.J. Res. 44 was reported favorably out 
of that committee. S.J. Res. 44 proposes 
amending the Constitution to provide 
several rights to victims of crimes of 
violence. Previously, bills had been in- 
troduced by Senator Patrick. Leahy (D- 
VT) and by Representative Henry 
Hyde (R-IL), chairman of the House 
Judiciary Committee, to extend more 
rights to crime victims by statute in- 
stead of by constitutional amendment. 
The Judicial Conference, through the 
Administrative Office, continued to ex- 
press its view that a statutory ap- 
proach to the issue of victims’ rights 
was preferred over a Constitutional 
amendment. 

Congressional leaders continued 
to press for legislation to allow for the 
prosecution of juveniles in federal 
courts for certain serious crimes. Al- 
though the House passed its version, 
the Senate did not act upon its related 
proposal. A final effort to move this 
proposal by adding it to another bill 
also was unsuccessful. Throughout the 
debate, Administrative Office staff 
shared with Members of Congress the 
concern of the Judicial Conference over 
legislation that is intended to shift tra- 
ditional state criminal prosecutions 
into federal courts. 

Congress also significantly en- 
hanced mandatory minimum sentences 
for drug possession and use of a fire- 
arm in connection with crimes of vio- 
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lence or drug trafficking offenses. The 
Judicial Conference strongly opposed 
the increase of these mandatory mini- 
mums. 


propriations 


One of the major services that the 
Administrative Office provides for the 
federal Judiciary is developing, advocat- 
ing, and executing its budget. Agency 
staff continued in 1998 to look for ways 
to work more efficiently and to be as fis- 
cally responsible as possible. 


FISCAL YEAR 1998 
© Only one appropriations bill was en- 
acted at the start of fiscal year 1998. 
Several continuing resolutions were en- 
acted to fund the parts of government 
without appropriations, including the 
Judiciary. The Judiciary’s fiscal year 
1998 appropriations bill was finally en- 
acted November 26, 1997, providing 
99.5 percent of the amount requested. 

The Judiciary's revised 1998 re- 
quest was $3.8 billion. In March and 
April, Judge John G. Heyburn II, chair- 
man of the Judicial Conference Commit- 
tee on the Budget, testified in support of 
the Judiciary s request before the House 
and Senate appropriations committees. 
Also present at the hearings were Judge 
William G. Young, chairman of the 
Economy Subcommittee of the Commit- 
tee on the Budget, and Director 
Mecham. 

For fiscal year 1998, the 
Judiciary s Salaries and Expenses ac- 
count received an | 1.7 percent increase 
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ing the spending caps Con. 


JUDICIARY gress had to work with, 
, titties eed which only allowed a | per. 
Courts Of Appeals, District Courts and Other Judicial Services cent increase in overall fed- 
(total obbganons in thousands of dollars ) eral spending. 
In March 1998, Judge 
FY 1998 FY 1999 CHANGE b fied j 

FINANCIAL REVISED CONFERENCE FY 1998 TO FY 1198 Heyburn testified in support 
PLAN —s ESTIMATES AGREEMENT AMOUNT PERCENT of the Judiciary’s request be- 


fore the House and Senate 


Defender Services 362,867 409,591 395,713 32,846 tees. Also present at the hear. 
ings were Chief Judge Rob- 
167,891 179,703 178,520 10,629 6.3% of the Budget Committee, 
and Director Mecham. 
For fiscal year 1999, 
TOTALOBLIGATIONS 3,646,481 3,953,082 3,865,090 218,609 6.0% 


the Judiciary 's Salaries and 


Expenses account received a 


in obligational authority. Defender Ser- 
vices received a 5.4 percent increase, 
Court Security received a 21.7 percent 
increase, and Fees of Jurors received a 
4.6 percent increase. These levels were 
enough to fully fund the fiscal year 1999 
financial plan. 


FISCAL YEAR 1999 

@ For the first three weeks of the fiscal 
year, the Judiciary, along with much of 
federal government. was funded through 
a series of continuing resolutions. On 
October 21, 1998, the Omnibus Appro- 
priations Bill, which includes the Com. 
merce, Justice, State and the Judiciary 
Appropriations Bill, was enacted. The 
Omnibus Act provides the Judiciary a 6 
percent increase over the fiscal year 
1998 financial plan. Although this was 2 
percent less than the revised budget re- 
quest of $4.2 billion, it was fair consider- 
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5.7 percent increase over the 
fiscal year 1998 financial plan, Defender 
Services received a 9.1 percent increase, 
Fees of Jurors received a 2.2 percent in- 
crease, and Court Security received a 6.3 
percent increase. In the Salaries and Ex- 
penses account, these levels are enough 
to provide for current services. but Con 
gress approved no staff increases despite 
workload increases. A reserve was cre 
ated to fund emergency staffing in- 
creases for districts with significant 
workload increases. 

All of the agencies funded by the 
Commerce, Justice, State, and the Judi 
ciary Appropriations Act are subject to a 
limitation that allows obligating funds 
only until June 15, 1999. The intent is 
that Congress will address the limita- 
tion after the Supreme Court rules on 
whether sampling can be used in taking 
the decennial census. If Congress and 
the President do not enact legislation 
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lifting the limitation by June 15, the 
agencies are subject to a shutdown. 

A major effort is underway to 
gain exemption of the judicial branch 
from this dispute between the two po- 
litical branches. 


Support to 
the Judicial 
Conference, 
Judges, and 
Courts 


The Director of the Administra- 
tive Office serves as Secretary to the Ju- 
dicial Conference of the United States. 
One of the main responsibilities of the 
Administrative Office is to provide pro- 
fessional support to the Judicial Confer- 
ence and its committees. The agency 
also maintains the Conference's officiai 
records. 

Administrative Office employees 
were actively involved in the work of the 
Conference and its committees during 
1998. They provided substantive analy- 
ses of issues, sought advice and opin- 
ions, and developed recommendations 
for consideration by committees, and, 
ultimately, the Judicial Conference. 
They also planned meetings, prepared 
agendas, and produced reports. Many 
of the accomplishments described in 
this section are related to Judicial Con- 
ference committee activities. 
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Support for judges is a priority for 
all Administrative Office employees. The 
agency provides legal counsel, orienta- 
tion and training programs, program 
management, case-management tools, 
chambers automation capabilities, pay- 
roll and benefits services, statistical re- 
ports, and general ombudsman support 
for judges. 

Administrative Office staff pro- 
vide guidance, evaluation, and support 
services in a wide range of administra- 
tive and program areas for all court em- 
ployees. The agency's policy and sup- 
port responsibilities touch on all aspects 
of operations in the Third Branch. 


conomy Efforts 


The Administrative Office contin- 
ues to place high priority on supporting 
Judicial Conference efforts to improve 
productivity and efficiency in the Judi- 
ciary. The Budget Committee's Economy 
Subcommittee coordinates the 
Judiciary’s overall economy program, 
supported by Administrative Office 
staff. 

The Judiciary has efforts under- 
way in virtually every program area to 
examine and improve use of resources— 
judges and court staff, automation and 
technology, space and facilities, defender 
services, and probation and pretrial ser- 
vices. Highlights of major studies and 
projects are summarized elsewhere in 
this report. The Annual Report to Con- 
gress on the Optimal Utilization of Judi- 
cial Resources provides a more compre- 
hensive discussion. 
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Qrrererce Planning 
and budgeting 

The Administrative Office sup- 
ports the Judicial Conference's long- 
range planning processes. Individual 
conference committees carry out pro- 
gram and budget planning, and Judi- 
ciary-wide planning is coordinated by 
the Executive Committee through a 
planning liaison process chaired by 
Judge Lloyd George that involves the 
various Committees. 

The Administrative Office is 
strengthening the connections among 
long-range planning, program planning 
and management, and long-range bud- 
geting in order to ensure that program 
needs drive budget decisions, and to be 
better prepared for a future of resource 
scarcity that may necessitate making 
difficult trade-off decisions. Given the 
importance and level of activity in these 
areas, Director Mecham in 1998 el- 
evated and transferred the Long Range 
Planning Office function to the Office of 
Management Coordination. Renamed 
the Office of Management Coordination 
and Planning, this office will support 
the Judicial Conference's planning liai- 
son group and help coordinate indi- 
vidual program and crosscutting strate- 
gic plans. The office will work closely 
with Administrative Office divisions 
and Conference committees in identify- 
ing strategic issues and analyzing the 
future impact on missions, operations, 
and resource needs. Agency-wide coor- 
dination of program planning and stra- 
tegic analysis functions within a single 
office will help achieve a planning pro- 
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cess that integrates long-range and op- 
erational policy and program planning. 
This will also allow for projections of re- 
source needs that balance program ini- 
tiatives with resource availability. 


pace and Facilities 


In an ongoing effort to reduce Ju- 
diciary space rental costs, the Adminis- 
trative Office continued in 1998 to ad- 
minister a Judicial Conference-approved 
space rental incentives program. 
Through this program, funding is made 
available to court and court units wish- 
ing to release existing or future space to 
the General Services Administration. 
Program funding also is made available 
for the redesign and alteration of re- 
maining space to achieve more efficient 
space layouts. To be eligible for the in- 
centive, alteration costs must have been 
fully recoverable through rental savings 
within three years of project completion. 


SPACE AND FACILITIES 
REVIEW 

@ As part of the Judiciary’s ongoing 
commitment to cost containment and 
program assessment and evaluation, the 
Administrative Office is planning a 
comprehensive review of the Judiciary's 
entire space and facilities program. The 
analysis will include the evaluation of 
overall effectiveness and efficiency of the 
program, as well as the identification of 
specific issues that can identify the 
strengths and weaknesses of the current 
program. Also, recommendations on the 
direction the program should take in the 
future will be made—where appropri- 
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ate——to help facilitate meeting the 
Judiciary’s functional needs while ensur: 
ing the proper stewardship of federal 
funds. A major consulting firm will con- 
duct this analysis. 


COURT SECUR'TY 

@ The Administrative Office continued 
in 1998 to enhance its operational and 
financial oversight of the Court Security 
Program, which is administered by the 
U.S. Marshals Service. The agency also 
worked with the Marshals Service to 
find ways to improve the overall man. 
agement of the Judiciary 's Judicial Facil- 
ity Security Program and the provision 
of security related services to the courts. 


@outoom Technologies 


The Administrative Office has as- 
sessed the current use and applicability 
of four kinds of technologies——video 
evidence presentation, videoconfer- 
encing, electronic court-reporting meth- 
ods that provide immediate access to the 
record, and courtroom access to infor- 
mation through external applications 
and databases— in a variety of court- 
room settings and proceedings. This as- 
sessment, which included periodic re- 
ports, usage logs, questionnaires, and 
interviews with users, confirmed earlier 
expectations that the use of these tech- 
nologies can facilitate case management, 
reduce trial time and litigation costs, 
and improve fact-finding, jury under- 
standing, and access to court proceed- 
ings. Judges reported that video evi- 
dence prese:tation technologies im- 
proved their abilities to understand wit- 
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AO Receives GSA 1998 
ACHIEVEMENT AWARD 


The Administrative Office was the recipient of a 1998 Gen- 
eral Services Administration Achievement Award for Real Property 
Innovation, in the category of Best Practices, for its efforts in devel- 
oping the judiciary’s long-range facility planning process. 

Agency staff developed the long-range facility planning pro- 
cess to communicate to Congress the courts’ space and facilities 
needs while improving space management, controlling rent costs, 
and ensuring the most efficient use of facilities. The agency uses 
statistical models to forecast caseload growth in 5, 10, 20, and 30 
year increments. The model also projects the number of judges 
and support personnel that will be required to handle the caseload 
in each district. An analysis of the existing facilities in conjunction 
with projected growth leads to a ranking of projects. The Judiciary 
was the first federal government entity to establish a systematic 
approach to space and facil'ties planning. 


nesses and testimony and to manage 
proceedings. Based on these findings, 
the Administrative Office is preparing 
guidelines and a plan for implementing 
courtroom technologies on a broader 
scale. 

During the assessment period, the 
use of courtroom technologies in test 
courts, especially in high-profile cases, 
heightened other courts interest in ob- 
taining those technologies. Recognizing 
the value of addressing some of these 
needs before a system-wide implementa- 
tion plan was developed, the Judicial 
Conference Committee on Automation 
and Technology approved an interim 
funding policy for courtroom technolo- 
gies. Highest priority was given to ful- 
filling requests from courts whose facili- 
ties were undergoing new construction 
or major renovation ana slated for occu- 
pancy in fiscal year 1998. Next in prior- 
ity were requests from courts with a 
demonstrated need for courtroom tech- 
nologies due to special circumstances. 
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IMPROVING OVERSIGHT OF THE JUDICIARY 
Court Security ProGraM In 1998 


At the recommendation of the Administrative Office, the U.S. 
Marshals Service instituted a new organizational structure 
within its Judicial Security Division to provide greater focus on 
the Judicial Facility Security Program, which is funded by the 
Judiciary. 


The Administrative Office detailed a senior physical security 
specialist to serve as acting chief of the Marshals Service's Judi- 
cial Security Systems Branch, and a senior budget analyst to 
serve as the acting budget officer for the Judicial Facility Secu- 
rity Program. 


A new attorney/advisor position was established in the Mar- 
shals Service Office of General Counsel. The individual in this 
position will work exclusively on court security officer contract 
and labor issues. 


The Marshals Service, working with the Judicial Conference 
Committee on Security and Facilities and Administrative Office 
staff, developed a new off-site security policy for judges and a 
foreign travel security notification policy for judges traveling 
overseas on official business. 


The Marshals Service began developing a comprehensive secu- 
rity survey for all court facilities. The survey will include re- 
views of court security officer use and analyses of building- 
wide security systems. Administrative Office staff will partici- 
pate in as many surveys as possible. 


At the recommendation of the Administrative Office, the Mar- 
sha!s Service established a budget officer position for the judi- 
cial Facility Security Program. 


New financial operating procedures and a joint Administrative 
Office/Marshals Service budget execution team were estab- 
lished to improve coordination with the Marshals Service and 
accountability for financial management issues. 


and with the public, making use of the 
latest technology. 


DATACOMMUNICATIONS 
NETWORK (DCN) 

@ Over the past seven years, the Ad- 
ministrative Office has been installing a 
data communications network (DCN) to 
provide an internal electronic communi- 
cations link for all Judiciary employees. 
The installation of the DCN was com- 
pleted in September 1998, one year 
ahead of schedule. 

The DCN connects 700 court sites 
across the country and more than 
28,000 Judiciary employees, who, in ad- 
dition to using the Internet and 
intranet, now may send electronic mes- 
sages, files, and information to a single 
person or an entire group of people 
over a secure network in the same 
building, or across the country. It is a 
key component of the Judiciary's auto- 
mation infrastructure and is essential to 
the successful operation of major auto- 
mation systems. As a result, the DCN 
now is an integral part of everyday busi- 
ness for the federal courts. 


INTERNET AND INTRANET 

(J-NET) 

@ The Judiciary is realizing significant 
efficiencies from the use of Internet and 
web browser technology for both exter- 

nal and internal communications. 


Nearly 100 courts nationwide use the 
Internet to post filing instructions, jury 
instructions, court calendars, and direc- 
tions to the courthouse. Some courts use 
their Internet sites to include specific 
case information. Public access to case 


Communications 


One important aspect of the mis- 
sion of the Administrative Office is to 
foster and ensure effective communica- 
tions between the agency and the courts 


16 Activinies oF THE ADminisTraTive Orrice of THE U.S. Courts 


/40 


information is available electronically 
but not on the Internet. The Administra- 
tive Office also has begun evaluating 
ways courts provide the public with ad- 
ditional access to court information 
through the Internet while maintaining 
the security of case information. 

For internal communications, the 
Judiciary uses an intranet, which is an 
internal collection of sites offering a 
substantial and growing body of infor- 
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mation that can be shared electronically. 
The Administrative Office maintains a 
site on the Judiciary’s intranet called the 
J-Net, which is helping to achieve some 
savings in paper and postage costs as it 
disseminates greater amounts of infor- 
mation in place of paper documents. The 
site is visited more than 2,000 times 
daily by Judiciary employees looking for 
reports, statistics, newsletters, directo- 
ries, manuals, and other documents. 
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The DCN 
connects 700 
court sites 
across the 
country and 
more than 
28,000 
Judiciary 
employees. 
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The FJTN isa 
television 
network that 
broadcasts 
educational 
and 
informational 
programming 
for federal 
judges and 
court 
employees. 
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FEDERAL JUDICIAL TELEVISION 
NETWORK 

@ Through the joint efforts of the Ad 
ministrative Office, the Federal Judicial 
Center, and the U.S. Sentencing Com 
mission, the Judiciary made significant 
progress in 1998 in implementing the 
Federal Judicial Television Network 
(FJTN). The FJTN is a television net- 
work that broadcasts educational and 
informational programming for federal 
judges and court employees. The FJTN 
began operating in April 1998, and the 
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amount of programming grew rapidly 
during the rest of the year. By the end of 
fiscal year 1998, nearly 200 satellite 
downlink antennas had been installed 
by the Administrative Office at court lo- 
cations across the country. Based on the 
early success of the FJTN program of- 
ferings, courts contributed enough local 
funds to increase the network to about 
250 downlink sites during fiscal year 
1999. The expanded network will pro- 
vide service to most of the Judiciary’s 
population nationwide. 


192. 


The potential for using the FJTN 
as a cost-effective means of delivering 
educational programs to a broad court 
audience already is being realized. The 
Administrative Office, the Federal Judi- 
cial Center, and the U.S. Sentencing 
Commission are taking advantage of 
this new television broadcast network to 
provide educational and informational 
programming to much larger court audi- 
ences than could have been served 
through traditional means of delivering 
such programs in a classroom or confer- 
ence setting. Although, audiences served 
have greatly increased, costs to provide 
this expanded communication capability 
have not. Through the effective use of 
television broadcasting, travel costs are 
avoided, and the lost time frequently as- 
sociated with travel also is avoided. 

Within the first six months of op- 
eration, the FJTN began offering nearly 
30 hours of programming per week, 
from a variety of educational courses for 
judges and all levels of court staff to in- 
formative news and feature programs. 
The FJTN already has become the fed- 
eral government's second largest civilian 
broadcasting network, second only to 
the Social Security Administration. 


PUBLICATIONS 

@ The Administrative Office continued 
its efforts to enhance the quality, useful- 
ness, and effectiveness of its publica- 
tions for judges, court managers, and 
other court employees in 1998. High- 
lights of this year’s publishing efforts 
include the following: 


@ Annual Report of the Director: 
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Reports of the Proceedings of the 
Judicial Conference of the United 
States; Activities of the Adminis- 
trative Office of the United States 
Courts; Judicial Business of the 
United States Courts. 


Annual Report of the Judiciary’s 
EEO Program, which provides 
data on recruitment, hiring, pro- 
motions, advancement, and EEO 
complaints. 


Bankruptcy Basics a collection of 
public information pamphlets 
published by the Administrative 
Office to provide basic informa- 
tion to debtors, creditors, court 
personnel, the media, and the 
general public on different as- 
pects of the federal bankruptcy 
laws. 


Federal Court Management Re- 
port, the newsletter for court 
managers that reports on devel- 
opments and trends of interest in 
the Judiciary. 


Federal Court Management Sta- 
tistics and other reports and ar- 
ticles in journals and periodicals, 
analyze statistical trends and fac- 
tors influencing workload condi- 
tions in the courts. 


Federal Judicial Caseload: A Five- 
Year Retrospective, which offers 
an analysis of the constantly 
changing composition of the fed- 
eral courts’ caseload. 
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@ Federal Probation, a scholarly ruptcy judges and to provide 


journal published quarterly. guidance to the courts of appeals 
for the reappointment of incum- 
@ Internet Resources for Probation bent bankruptcy judges. 
and Pretrial Services Officers, 
which introduces to probation @ The Third Branch, the monthly 
and pretrial services officers the newsletter of the federal Judi- 
potential uses of the Internet in ciary. 


conducting investigations and in 
supervising defendants and 
offenders. 


@ Long Range Plan for Infor- 
mation Technology in the 
Federal Judiciary: Fiscal Year 
1998 Update, which outlines 
the information resources 
management vision, mis- 
sion, goals, and major ini- 
tiatives that support the 
mission of the Judiciary. 


@ News and Views, the bi- 
monthly newsletter for 
federal probation and 
pretrial services offic- 
ers. 


@ The Risk of Personal Liability for 


Federal Judges, Judges Informa- ELECTRONIC 

tion Series No. 7, current law on PUBLIC ACCESS 

judges’ liability for official ac- PROGRAM 

tions. @ A goal of the federal Judiciary, as ar- 


ticulated in the 1998 update to the Long 
@ The Selection, Appointment,and —_— Range Plan for Information Technology, 


Reappointment of United States is to ensure effective administration of 
Bankruptcy Judges, Judges Infor- _ the Judiciary’s electronic information, 
mation Series No. 3, designed to with particular attention to access to 
assist judicial councils and merit court information at a reasonable cost to 
selection panels with the process the Judiciary, litigants, the bar, and the 


of selecting and appointing bank- _ public. 
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Public access systems are avail- 
able at 183 federal courts and received 
more than 9 million calls in fiscal year 
1998. Their use by the public reduces 
the amount of counter and telephone 
traffic that would otherwise be handled 
by clerks’ office staff. Users of the elec- 
tronic public access services save trans- 
portation and personnel costs associated 
with traveling to and from the clerk's of- 
fice to retrieve the information, as well 
as copying costs, while paying only a 
nominal fee for electronic access. The 
following services, suppcrted by Admin- 
istrative Office staff, are »eing offered: 


@ The US. Party/Case Index pro- 
vides, for the first time, the capa- 
bility for nationwide searches for 
parties involved in federal litiga- 
tion. The index allows users to 
search nationwide for party name 
or Social Security number in the 
bankruptcy index, party name or 
nature of suit in the civil index, 
by defendant name in the criminal 
index, and by party name in the 
appellate index. The information 
provided by the search will in- 
clude the party name, the court 
where the case is filed, the case 
number and filing date. 


@ The Appellate Bulletin Board Sys- 
tem (ABBS) offers public users 
electronic access to appellate 
court decisions and other court 
information, such as court oral ar- 
gument calendars, case dockets, 
local court rules, notices and re- 
ports, and press releases. 
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@ The Public Access to Court Elec- 
tronic Records (PACER) system 
allows any user with a personal 
computer or word processor to 
dial-in to a district or bankruptcy 
court computer and retrieve offi- 
cial electronic case information 
and court dockets. 


@ Voice Case Information System 
(VCIS) and Appellate Voice Infor- 
mation System (AVIS) use an au- 
tomated voice response system to 
read a limited amount of case in- 
formation directly from the 
court's database in response to 
touch-tone telephone inquiries. 
These services are operating free 
of charge in bankruptcy and ap- 
pellate courts. 


NEW ADVISORY GROUP 
STRUCTURE 


@ Advisory groups of court employees 
have played a critical role in providing 
user and customer input that is essential 
to the development of policy recommen- 
dations and to the deployment of useful 
programs, systems, and services. Over 
the years, the numbers of these groups 
grew to a point where it became clear 
that some adjustments were necessary. 
After nearly two years of reviewing the 
advisory system (including advisory 
groups, automation umbrella groups 
and user groups, task forces and work- 
ing groups), and consulting with the 
Committees on the Administrative Of- 
fice and Automation and Technology, 
other judges, court and Administrative 
O.fice staff, and group members, a new 
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NEW STANDING 
ADVISORY GROUPS 


ADVISORY COUNCILS 
Appellate Court Advisory Council 
District Court Advisory Council 
Bankruptcy Court Advisory Council 
Joint Advisory Council 


PEER ADVISORY GROUPS 
Appellate Clerks Advisory Group 
Bankruptcy Administrators Advisory Group 


Bankruptcy Clerks Advisory Group 

Bankruptcy Judges Advisory Group 

Circuit Executives Advisory Group 

Circuit Librarians Advisory Group 

Court Interpreters Advisory Group 

Court Reporters Advisory Group 
Defender Services Advisory Group 
District Clerks Advisory Group 

Judges Secretaries Advisory Group 

Magistrate Judges Advisory Group 
Settlement Conference Attorneys Advisory Group 
Probation/Pretrial Services Chiefs Advisory Group 


Senior Staff Attorneys Advisory Group 
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advisory group structure was developed. 

The new structure streamlines the 
advisory and automation umbrella 
groups into one system consisting of 
four types of advice-giving groups: ad- 
visory councils; peer advisory groups: 
ad hoc working groups; and expert/user 
panels. The advisory councils and peer 
advisory groups are standing groups; 
working groups and expert/user panels 
will be established as needed. 

An integral part of the new system 
is an Advisory Forum website on the J- 
Net. This site contains details on the 
new advisory structure, lists of the 
council members, and the agendas and 
meeting summaries of the first meetings. 
It will be used ultimately as a forum for 
sharing council and group information 
with others in the court community. 

Director Mecham designated the 
members of the new groups in Septem- 
ber, and the first meetings of the four 
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advisory councils were held at the Ad- 
ministrative Office October 13-15, 1998. 


@ udiciery Benefits 
Initiative 

At the direction of Director 
Mecham, Administrative Office staff be- 
gan working this past year on a supple- 
mental benefits package to be offered to 
Judiciary employees in addition to the 
core set of present benefits. This total 
package will give Judiciary managers 
the flexibility needed to remain a viable 
competitor in the workplace in the 21* 
century and to cope with the impending 
demographic changes in the workforce. 

One step toward this objective was 
the Judicial Conference authorization of 
a comprehensive examination of the cur- 
rent federal benefits package available to 
judges and Judiciary employees, includ- 
ing the retirement systems. This study 
examined the sufficiency of benefits in- 
formation received by court employees, 
adequacy of the federal health benefits 
package, and the total benefits package. 
It also assessed the Judiciary's present 
and future benefits needs for use in dis- 
cussions with the Office of Personnel 
Management. 

In a survey conducted by the Tow- 
ers Perrin consulting firm of 4,685 Judi- 
ciary employees and 2,200 judges, 65 
percent of Judiciary employees and 70 
percent of judges who responded to the 
survey rated long-term care insurance 
as being a benefit of great importance 
and interest to them. In response to this 
high level of interest, the Administrative 
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Office retained the services of Towers 
Perrin to assist with an assessment of 
long-term care carriers available in the 
marketplace that can provide a long- 
term care insurance plan specific to 

the needs of judges and Judiciary em- 


The feasibility of adding 
other employee-pay-all benefits 
such as dental and vision care and 
long-term disability also are be- 
ing explored. An administrative 
analysis and implementation plan for 
benefits pre-tax options is being pre- 
pared to ensure prompt implementation 
of these benefits when legislative au- 
thority is granted. 


@etere! Rules of Practice 
And Procedure 

The Judicial Conference Commit- 
tee on Rules of Practice and Procedure 
and its advisory committees monitor 
and propose amendments to the rules 
that govern all federal court proceed- 
ings. Working closely with the commit- 
tees in 1998, Administrative Office staff 
placed proposed amendments to the fed- 
eral rules of practice and procedure on 
the Internet, arranged to receive com- 
ments electronically, and prepared and 
circulated brochures summarizing pro- 
posed amendments. During the past 
year, the Judicial Conference approved 
and submitted 21 proposed rule amend- 
ments to the Supreme Court for its ap- 
proval. 

Administrative Office staff also 
helped the rules committees monitor 
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congressional ac- 
tivity in the rulemaking pro- 
cess. It advised the committees of 
some 40 separate pieces of legislation in- 
troduced in or passed by Congress that 
could affect the rules of practice and 
procedure. Staff also prepared position 
papers and correspondence addressed to 
Congress expressing the views of the 
Judiciary regarding rules-related issues 
in various pieces of legislation. 


dges’ Orientation 
Programs 


In 1998, Administrative Office 
staff hosted 13 orientations for 68 newly 
nominated Article III judges. The one- 
day programs help new judges get 
started on the federal bench by explain- 
ing the administrative matters that they 
must address and introducing them to 
the Administrative Office and its ser- 
vices. 

Agency staff also hosted 11 orien- 
tations for new chief court of appeals 
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judges and chief district judges to ac- 
quaint them with their management and 
administrative responsibilities and intro- 
duce them to key Administrative Office 
employees. Orientations were held for 10 
new chief bankruptcy judges. 


@:{s": Retirement and 
Outreach Programs 
Retirement and benefit programs 
for judges were enhanced and expanded 
in 1998. Article Ill, bankruptcy, and 
magistrate judges took part in programs 
held across the country. In an effort to 
make the 
best use of 


resources 
and to tar- 


grams were 
usually held 
in conjunc- 
tion with 
Federal Judi- 
cial Center 
educational 


programs. 
Specifically, 


the Administrative 
Office hosted four 
retirement planning programs for Article 
III judges, two for bankruptcy judges, 
and three for magistrate judges. In re- 
sponse to numerous requests for benefit 
information early in a judge's career, 
Administrative Office staff expanded 
the program and participated in nine 
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video orientations for new district, 
bankruptcy, and magistrate judges. A 
new program on benefits for part-time 
magistrate judges was developed and of- 
fered at two national magistrate judge 
workshops. Two special one-time pro- 
grams were offered to bankruptcy 
judges and magistrate judges on con- 
verting to the Federal Employees Retire- 
ment System. Finally, a program for Ar- 
ticle III judges on planning for senior 
Status was offered in March. 


» Judicial 


Orientations and 
Educational Training 
Programs 


1998 proved to be a busy year for 
the Judicial Conference Committee on 
International Judicial Relations and its 
staff. Over 100 judges and judicial offi- 
cials from over 25 countries visited the 
Administrative Office for briefings on 
federal courts and their work. Also, more 
in-depth programs were sponsored for of- 
ficials from Brazil and Russia. Agency 
staff also helped Committee members 
draft a long range strategic plan. 


iennial Survey of 


Judgeship Needs 


Administrative Office staff pro- 
vided support to the Subcommittee on 
Judicial Statistics of the Judicial Confer- 
ence Committee on Judicial Resources 
in conducting the biennial survey of 
judgeship needs. The Committee devel- 


/3Y 


ops recommendations on the needs of 
each court of appeals and district court 
and submits them to the Judicial Con- 
ference. 

In this year’s survey, four courts of 
appeals requested a total of nine perma- 
nent judgeships and three temporary 
judgeships. Thirty-eight district courts 
requested a total of 62 permanent judge- 
ships, five temporary judgeships, and 
the conversion of nine temporary judge- 
ships to permanent judgeships. This 
was also the first biennial survey in 
which the Committee implemented a 
process for developing recommenda- 
tions on eliminating judgeships or leav- 
ing vacant judgeships unfilled in the 
courts of appeals. No courts were identi- 
fied as candidates for eliminating judge- 
ships or not filling vacancies. 


The Bankruptcy Judgeship Act of 
1992 requires the Judicial Conference to 
conduct a comprehensive review of all 
judicial districts and report biennially to 
Congress on the continuing need for all 
authorized bankruptcy judgeships. In ac- 
cordance with the statute, the third bien- 
nial “continuing need” survey was con- 
ducted in 1998 of all 326 currently autho- 
rized judgeships, and the Conference 
submitted its report to Congress by De- 
cember 31, 1998. The report reflects the 
Judicial Conference position that no au- 
thorized bankruptcy judgeship should be 
statutorily eliminated, but that circuits 
should be advised to continue the prac- 
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nkruptcy Judgeship 
“Continuing Need” — 


tice of filling 
bankruptcy 
judgeship 
vacancies 
that occur 
by resig- 
nation, 
retire- 
ment, 
removal, or 
death only 
when there is a demonstrated 
need to do so. 

At its September 1996 session, the 
Judicial Conference authorized the use 
of a system through which the chair of 
the Judicial Conference Committee on 
the Administration of the Bankruptcy 
System and the Director of the Adminis- 
trative Office are to be notified by each 
circuit before the process is initiated to 
fill a bankruptcy judgeship vacancy so 
that relevant, up-to-date data can be 
provided to the circuit to assist with its 
decision on whether to delay filling the 
vacancy. Administrative Office staff 
continue to provide this information be- 
fore bankruptcy judgeships are filled. 


@rformation Exchange 
for Chief Circuit Judges 


In early November, the Judicial 
Conference Committee on Court Ad- 
ministration and Case Management 
sponsored a meeting of circuit chief 
judges to exchange information about 
case Management practices in the courts 
of appeals. The meeting was held in re 
sponse to Recommendation 35 of the 
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Long Range Plan for the Federal Courts, 
which encouraged greater exchange of 
information on case management among 
the appellate courts. The Administrative 
Office, in its role of staff support to the 
Committee, helped organize and develop 
materials for the meeting. 


esponse to The National 


Bankruptcy Review 
Commission 


The National Bankruptcy Review 
Commission was established by the 
Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1994 to in- 
vestigate and study issues and prob- 
lems relating 

to the 

bank- 
ruptcy law 
and system 
and to pre- 
pare a report 
of its find- 
ings, conclu- 
sions, and rec- 
ommenda- 
tions for legis- 
lative or ad- 
ministrative 
action. The 
commission 
submitted its report 
to Congress, the 
Chief Justice, and the President October 
20, 1997. The report contained over 170 
specific recommendations for changes to 
the present bankruptcy law and system. 

Administrative Office staff pro- 
vided support to the Conference com- 
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mittees in developing and coordinating 
the Judiciary 's proposed responses. At 
its September 1998 session, the Judicial 
Conference reviewed the proposed re- 
sponses to the commission recommenda- 
tions submitted by the Committee on 
the Administration of the Bankruptcy 
System and other Conference commit- 
tees and 


@ Expressed support for a number 
of principles outlined in the com- 
mission report. 


@ Urged that no change in the cur- 
rent bankruptcy appellate process 
be considered until the Judiciary 
has had an opportunity for fur- 
ther study of the existing process 
and possible alternative struc- 
tures. 


@ Took no position on the proposals 
for changes in substantive bank- 
ruptcy law because they con- 
cerned matters of public policy 
best addressed by Congress, but 
noted which recommended 
changes would increase the 
workloads of judges, clerks, and 
trustees. 


@" Forma Pauperis 
Pilot Study 


In Oct “Y5, Congress en- 
acted legis: ii .cting the Judicial 
Conference to co:.: uct a three-year 
study on the effect of waiving filing fees 
in chapter 7 bankruptcy cases for indi- 


Why 


vidual debtors who are unable to pay 
the fee. The legislation required that a 
fee-waiver program be implemented and 
studied in not more than six districts for 
three years beginning October 1, 1994. 
The Administrative Office provided ad- 
ministrative oversight for the study. The 
study ended September 30, 1997, and 
the report was submitted to Congress 
March 30, 1998. 


ankruptcy Administrator 


Program 


The Administrative Office pro- 
vides program direction and oversight to 
the bankruptcy administrators in the six 
judicial districts in Alabama and North 
Carolina. To support that role in 1998, 
agency staff conducted bi-monthly tele- 
phone conferences with the bankruptcy 
administrators, completed on-site visits 
to four of the six districts to address 
ways to enhance the program, and initi- 
ated plans for another seminar spon- 
sored by the Administrative Of! ice and 
the Federal Judicial Center on substan- 
tive, administrative, and legal issues in- 
volving bankruptcy administrators. 


strate judge Use 


Responding to courts’ many re- 
quests for information on using magis- 
trate judges efficiently, Administrative 
Office staff developed a resource kit 
containing reports on utilization topics 
accompanied by a variety of articles and 
illustrative court documents. Topics cov- 
ered include facilitating consent to the 
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exercise of case-dispositive authority by 
magistrate judges in civil cases and hav- 
ing magistrate judges 
conduct pro- 
ceedings to ac- 
cept felony 
guilty pleas 

with the 
defendant's con- 
sent. One of the 
articles, which 
documents an 
unprec- 
edented em- 
pirical 
study con- 
firming the 
efficiency of di- 
rect assignment 
of civil cases to magistrate judges in 
Missouri-Eastern, was completed this 
year by court officials with assistance 
from Administrative Office staff. 


Gea Management 
improvement Project 


The federal Judiciary is in the 
midst of a major effort to improve its ap- 
proach to overall financial manage- 
ment. As a result, in 1998 Administra- 
tive Office staff developed a pragmatic 
approach to improve financial manage- 
ment throughout the Judiciary and 
launched the Financial Management Im- 
provement Program, which has four ini- 
tiatives: 


@ Knowledge and skill enhance- 
ment. The Administrative Office 
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is developing a training program 
to improve business processes 
through enhancing the knowledge 
of Judiciary employees in the ap- 
plication of appropriations law, 
internal controls, accounting op- 
erations, and the budget process. 


e Financial systems implementa- 
tion. The Administrative Office is 


developing two state-of-the-rt fi- 
nancial systems: The Financial 
Accounting System for Tomorrow 
(FAS,T) and the Criminal Justice 
Act Payment System. 


@ Policies and procedures updates. 


The Administrative Office is re- 
writing Chapter VII of Guide to 
Judiciary Policies and Procedures 
and is developing illustrative ‘ - 
nancial decision-making models 
to help chief judges and unit ex- 
ecutives develop an organizational 
model and procedures for manag- 
ing local resources. 


e Financial process improvement 
and the process improvements 
necessary to be prepared to install 
and operate the FAS, T software. 
Administrative Office staff are 
helping court staff identify effec- 
tive local operating procedures. 


ALLOTMENT SIMPLIFICATION 
@ Allotment simplification successfully 
completed the first full year of imple- 

mentation. In fiscal year 1999, formulas 
for determining court unit recurring op- 
erating expense allotments, were turther 
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refined to include travel funding in the 
district court unit formula and to pro- 
vide credit for each staffed office in dis- 
trict and bankruptcy courts. 

Only '20 appeals to allotments 
were submitted by the court units in 
1998. This is an 83 percent reduction 
compared to 700 appeals filed last year. 
The Allotment Simplification Appeals 
Board, composed of seven unit execu- 
tives, reviewed and made recommenda- 
tions on 46 appeals to formula-driven al- 
lotments. The appeals board recom- 
mended approval for six of the appeals 
where the historical expenditure data 
used in calculating allotments was in- 
complete. More than 700 appeals were 
filed by court units in fiscal year 1997. 


@cfenser Services 


Administra- 
tive Office staff re- 
cently conducted 
two studies de- 
signed to identify 
costdrivers as well 
as cost-saving ideas 
and practices related to the Defender 
Services program. Following discussions 
with congressional Appropriations 
Committee staff, the agency engaged a 
consulting firm, Pricewaterhouse Coo- 
pers (PwC), to examine factors that af- 
fect the cost of providing services under 
the Criminal Justice Act (CJA). Admin- 
istrative Office staff delivered to Con- 
gress a comprehensive analysis, Report 
on Costs and Recommendations for the 
Control of Costs of the Defender Ser- 
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vices Program, publised in January 
1998. In that report, PwC made the fol- 
lowing summary finding: 

Defender Services Program costs 
are in line with what one would expect 
from the increase in the number of rep- 
resentations, the increasing proportion 
of capital and capital habeas represen- 
tations, and the costs incurred in a 
handful of extraordinarily expensive 
representations each year. 

Transmitted 
with the report was 
a list of 39 sug- 
gested cost contain- 
ment and best 
practices recom- 
mendations devel- 
oped with the assistance of various in- 
ternal Judiciary groups and external 
criminal justice experts. Agency staff 
will be working with the courts and Jus- 
tice Department staff to implement 
these recommendations and reporting 
regularly on the status of implementa. 
tion efforts. 


Because ex- 
penses associated 
with providing rep- 
resentation in death 
penalty cases had 
been rising faster 
than for other case 
types, the Judicial Conference Commit- 
tee on Defender Services conducted a 
year-long study of the cost, availability 
and quality of appointed counsel in fed- 
eral death penalty cases. The Commit- 
tee, in its comprehensive report to the 
Judicial Conference, concluded that 
“overall, the average cost of representa- 
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tion ... is reasonable in relation to the 
obligations imposed on defense counsel 
and the costs of prosecuting such 
cases. The report identified specific 
steps to be taken to ensure that expendi- 
tures in federal death penalty cases re- 
main within reasonable limits. The Judi- 
cial Conference approved the recommen- 
dations and authorized public release of 
the report in September 1998. 


CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 
PANEL ATTORNEY 
COMPENSATION 


@ While focusing on cost-cutting prac- 
tices this year, the Administrative Office 
and the Judiciary remain equally com- 
mitted to maintaining the quality of 
Criminal Justice Act services. Since 
1989, the Judicial Conference has ap- 
proved a $75 hourly rate (for both in- 
court and out-of-court work) for 93 of 
the 94 judicial districts, but only a few 
districts have been permitted to pay this 
rate due to funding limitations and con- 
gressional restrictions. Recognizing that 
CJA panel attorneys in most judicial 
districts have received only one $5 in- 
crease since the $60 in-court/$40 out-of- 
court hourly rates were enacted in 1984, 
the Judicial Conference Committee on 
Defender Services adopted a resolution 
stating that the failure to implement the 
$75 rate “is leading toward a crisis in 
the federal criminal justice system, and 
that fully implementing the $75 rate 
should be one of the Judiciary’s highest 
priorities. The Judicial Conference has 
decided to seek funding in fiscal year 
2000 to permit implementation of the $75 
rate nationwide effective April 1, 2000. 
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robation and Pretrial 


Services 

In fiscal year 1998, federal proba- 
tion and pretrial services officers super- 
vised more than 115,000 defendants and 
offenders released to the community by 
federal courts at an average cost of $8.21 
a day. This compares to an average daily 
cost of more than $59 for the more than 
120,000 inmates confined in federal pris- 
ons. The main objectives of supervision 
are to enforce compliance with conditions 
of release, minimize risk to the public 
and, for convicted offenders, reintegrate 
the individual into a law-abiding lifestyle. 
Officers also help judges make informed 
decisions regarding the release or deten- 
tion of defendants and appropriate sen. 
tences for convicted offenders. 

During 1998, the Administrative 
Office supported more than 7,200 em. 
ployees in probation and pretrial ser- 
vices offices, providing national stan- 
dards and policies as well as administra- 
tive and management guidance. The fo- 
cus of this year's efforts was to establish 
more efficient methods of operation, 
provide leadership in expanding auto- 
mated techno. .y, and promote quality 
supervision of offenders and defendants. 


SIMPLIFIED PROCUREMENT 
PROCEDURE: 

@ In 1998 trai. ; was provided for 
120 court emp!a; .es in 33 districts on 
procedures approved by Director 
Mecham for procuring treatment ser- 
vices. This brings to 55 the total number 
of districts operating under the simpli- 
fied procurement procedures. Under 
these procedures courts now are autho- 
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rized, with certain limitations, to con- 
tract for treatment services using the 
new blanket purchase agreements in any 
amount without Administrative Office 
review. 


THE NATIONAL 
TREATMENT DATABASE 

@ The National Treatment Database 
was developed to track substance abuse 
and mental health expenditures, place- 
ments, and outcomes throughout the 
federal probation and pretrial system. 
This database 
provides the 
capability 
assess sub- 
stance use 
and re-ar- 
rest for up 
to six 
months 
after 
comple- 
tion of 
super: 
vision, 
categorized 
by defen- 
dant and offender characteristics 
and the type of treatment services deliv- 
ered. The database can provide data for 
controlled evaluation of treatment out- 
comes, the comparative effectiveness of 
programs in major cities, and cost-ben- 
efit reports on different treatment possi- 
bilities. In May 1998, following testing 
for six months in six offices, the data- 
base was ready for use in all district 
courts. By December 31, information on 
300,000 defendants and offenders from 
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75 districts had been reported to the sys- —_ carceration for non-violent offenders 


tem. and defendants. 

The average daily cost of home 
THE FEDERAL HOME confinement supervision with electronic 
CONFINEMENT PROGRAM _ monitoring is $17.98. The program cur- 
@ Participation in the home confine- rently is available in all federal jurisdic- 


ment program is a condition of commu- —_ tions, supported by a national contract 
nity supervision enforced by probation —_to provide electronic monitoring ser- 
and pretrial services officers and re- vices. 

quires participants to remain in their In August 1998, the Administra- 
residences. Its purpose is to provide a tive Office released Overview of the Fed- 
safe and cost-effective alternative to in- eral Home Confinement Program (1988- 


Federal home 
confinement 
provides a safe 
and cost- 
effective 
alternative to 
incarceration 
for non-violent 
offenders and 
defendants. 
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1996). This report describes the program 
and summarizes data for 17,470 defen- 
dants and offenders. The report con- 
cludes that the federal home confine- 
ment program is an excellent supervi- 
sion application for the future of com- 
munity corrections and has shown that 
non-violent offenders and defendants 
can be supervised in the community 
with relative safety and without incur- 
ring the added costs of imprisonment 
and detention. 


OPERATION DRUG TEST 
HIGHLIGHTS 

@ Operation Drug TEST (Testing, Ef- 
fective Sanctions, and Treatment) is a pi- 
lot project to expand pretrial drug test. 
ing and to provide effective supervision 
and treatment for defendants at risk of 
substance abuse. Implemented by a 
Memorandum of Understanding be- 
tween the Administrative Office and the 
Department of Justice, the program was 
phased in during the last three quarters 
of fiscal year 1997. Operation Drug 
TEST currently is underway in 53 sites 
across 24 federal court districts. Its pur- 
pose is to supply courts with additional 
information pertinent to setting a 
defendant's pretrial release conditions 
and with additional tools for monitoring 
and enforcing compliance with drug-re- 
lated conditions. The Justice Department 
is funding the costs of the additional test- 
ing, treatment, and supervision. 


THE PHARMCHEK SWEAT 
PATCH 

@ To better detect illicit drug use by 
defendants and offenders under federal 
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supervision, Administrative Office 
staff provided training in 1998 for 40 
probation and pretrial services offices 
on the effective use of the PharmChek 
Sweat Patch. This new drug detection 
device, approved by the Food and Drug 
Administration, is placed on an 
offender's arm and collects sweat for 7- 
14 days. The patch is then removed and 
analyzed for the presence of illicit 
drugs. 

The patch is more effective than 
urine testing in the identification of of- 
fenders using drugs because it reduces 
the window of opportunity to use illicit 
drugs without detection. Also, the 
patch costs less than urine testing, with 
a savings of $34 for every four urine 
specimens collected. 


mputer Assisted 


Legal Research 


The Administrative Office admin- 
isters the Judiciary's national program 
for computer assisted legal research 
(CALR). Effective October |, 1997, the 
agency accepted, on behalf of the federal 
Judiciary. an unsolicited gift of free re- 
search services from Lexis-Nexis. The 
gift extends for seven years, through fis- 
cal year 2004. During fiscal year 1998, 
the Administrative Office worked with 
Lexis-Nexis and the court CALR coordi- 
nators to implement access to these ser- 
vices throughout the Judiciary. In addi- 
tion, a limited contract with Lexis-Nexis 
for newspaper and journal services not 
covered by the gift was renewed for fis. 
cal year 1999. Also, the Judiciary ’s con- 
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tract with West Group was renewed for 
fiscal year 1999. 


Library System 


In August 1997, the Judiciary ac- 
quired a commercial-off-the-shelf soft- 
ware package that is a suite of interre- 
lated software programs that automate 
library functions based on a single bib- 
liographic database. The software con- 
forms to the Judiciary’s Information 
System Architecture standards and will 
have the capability of electronically 
transferring purchase order and other 
accounting information to the Financial 
Accounting System for Tomorrow 
(FAS,T). The first and most important 
implementation phase of the integrated 
library system, the lawbook procure- 
ment function, is now completed— 
hardware and software are installed; 
data conversions are completed; a data 
structure has been established; and 
training is completed on using ILS. 


Oerrocks Allotment 


Formula 


A lawbooks budget allocation for- 
mula that is simple to administer and 
treats each circuit equally was devel- 
oped in fiscal year 1998. Working 
closely with the Judicial Conference 
Committee on Automation and Technol- 
ogy. a working group of judges and 
court unit executives examined multi- 
year spending patterns for new 
lawbooks, as well as legal continuations 
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and periodicals, for judges and libraries. 
The new formula not only simplifies the 
allotment of funds, but also provides for 
improved budget planning and verifica- 
tion on the part of the circuit librarians. 
In June, Director Mecham and the 
Committee on Automation and Technol- 
ogy approved the working group's rec- 
ommended formula. The formula was 
implemented early in fiscal year 1999. 

The new formula provides each 
circuit with a specific dollar amount 
based on the number of judges in the cir- 
cuit plus a designated set amount for 
the circuit headquarters libraries. 


wbooks Decentralization 


Full decentralization of lawbooks 
procurement by the circuit libraries be- 
gan October 1, 1998. Each circuit was 
prepared for decentralization by imple- 
menting the Integrated Library System, 
compiling documentation explaining 
rules and procedures required by decen- 
tralization and organizing training ses- 
sions for library personnel. 

Previously, lawbooks for six circuit 
libraries, judges’ chambers, and other 
federal Judiciary offices were purchased 
centrally by the Administrative Office. 


ip Opinion Printing 


Contracts 


Final award of new contracts for 
the printing and dissemination of appel- 
late court slip opinion printing services 
in 10 of the circuit courts of appeals 
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were completed in fiscal year 1998. 
Through effective management controls 
the contract formats and procedures 
were standardized, and efficiencies in 
printing costs were realized through 
competitive procurements. Each contract 
has a five-year life; the new cycle of pro- 
curements will not begin until 2001. 


ALR and Lawbooks 


Savings 


Over the past two years, expendi- 
tures in the computer assisted legal re- 
search (CALR) and lawbooks programs 
have been reduced far below expected 
growth figures, resulting in savings to 
the Judiciary of over 12 million dollars. 
This has occurred through policies rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Auto- 
mation and Technology, which has over- 
sight responsibilities for these programs, 
and through actions initiated by judges, 
Administrative Office staff, and circuit 
librarians. 


ury Modernization Project 


A contract for the Jury Manage- 
ment System was awarded late in the 
first quarter of fiscal year 1998. The sys- 
tem is based on a modified commercial 
software product. The software will 
build qualified juror wheels, print and 
scan jury qualification questionnaires, 
print juror summonses, track jurors, 
maintain statistics, and provide finan- 
cial calculations for juror payment. The 
system will use high speed scanning 
equipment for the automated reading 
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and mass entry of qualification ques- 
tionnaire information. Hand-held scan- 
ning equipment will be used for juror 
check-in. 

The first test court began using 
the system in September 1998, and full 
deployment is expected by the end of fis- 
cal year 2001. 


urt Interpreting 


In 1998, the district courts experi- 
enced a significant increase in the use of 
court interpreters. District courts re- 
ported 144,700 court proceedings in 
which interpreters were used, an in- 
crease of 15.8 percent from the 125,000 
events reported by all the courts in fiscal 
year 1996. 

Interpreters were required for more 
than 95 languages, although Spanish in- 
terpreted proceedings accounted for 93.7 
percent of all reported events. Other lan- 
guages representing a high rate of inter- 
preter use by the courts were Mandarin 
(1,072 events), Vietnamese (973 events), 
Cantonese (810 events), Swedish (627 
events), and Korean (581 events). 


COURT INTERPRETING BY 
TELEPHONE 
@ The telephone interpreting program 
allows simultaneous court interpreting 
services to be provided from a remote lo- 
cation by telephone. This method en- 
sures that qualified interpreting services 
are available to the district courts while 
reducing the costs associated with court 
interpreter travel. 

In 1998, the Administrative Office 
began developing a plan for expansion 
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of the program with current service sites 


in New Mexico, California-Central, 
District of Columbia, Florida-Southern, 


Puerto Rico, and Texas-Southern, and is 


working to identify additional savings 
resulting from this program. 


INTERPRETER 
CERTIFICATION 


@ The Court Interpreter Certi- 
fication Program helps courts obtain 
certified interpreters as required by 28 
U.S.C. § 1827. The University of Ari- 
zona, under contract with the Adminis- 
trative Office, has been administering 
the Spanish/English written and oral 
examinations nationwide since 1985. In 
October of 1998, the written examina- 
tion was administered to 1,395 candi- 
dates in the first of a two-part examina- 
tion process. The second part, the ora! 
performance exam, will be administered 
in 1999. As of 1998, the courts had ac- 
cess to 751 Spanish, 13 Haitian Creole, 


and 9 Navajo certified language inter- 
preters. 


Gonkeurty Noticin 


Center 


The Bankruptcy Noticing Center 
(BNC), which is operated by a pri- 
vate contractor, produces and dis- 
tributes notices to creditors and 
others on behalf of bankruptcy 
courts. The BNC electronically re- 
trieves data from the participating 
courts’ bankruptcy case management 
systems and prints, addresses, 
batches, and mails paper notices at a 
fraction of the time and cost required to 
manually produce the notices. Approxi- 
mately 70 million notices were produced 
and mailed in fiscal year 1998. 
Since the implementation of the 
BNC in 1993, the program has resulted 
in savings of $11 million over the 
former court-based noticing method. 
To continue these efficiencies, the Ad- 
ministrative Office awarded a new con- 
tract in March 1998 that provides more 
features at reduced cost. The new initial 
service rates are about 4 percent below 
former contract rates, with price reduc- 
tions gradually increasing to up to 27 
percent by the 10th year of the contract. 


ELECTRONIC BANKRUPTCY 
NOTICING 

@ While the new Bankruptcy Noticing 
Center contract is significantly reducing 
the cost of producing and mailing mil- 
lions of bankruptcy notices, further sav- 
ings could be realized through electronic 
noticing. Electronic Bankruptcy Notic- 
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ing (EBN) functions like a sophisticated 
e-mail system and is part of the new 
BNC contract's expanded technological 
service offerings. 

Inaugurated by the Judiciary in 
July 1998, EBN provides the potential 
for eliminating the production and mail- 
ing of a substantial number of paper no- 
tices. It provides enhanced public service 
while reducing costs for both the Judi- 
ciary and creditors. 


NIBS SUPPORT, 
DEVELOPMENT 

@ Effective October 1, 1998, the Ad- 
ministrative Office assumed responsibil- 
ity for the National Integrated Bank- 
ruptcy System (NIBS), a case manage- 
ment program used by 24 bankruptcy 
courts. Moving the program from the 
Third Circuit's NIBS Support and De- 
velopment Center in Philadelphia to the 
agency provides for improved program- 
ming, support, and training. 

A new software release, NIBS Ver- 
sion 1.1, was made available to the 
courts in the final quarter of calendar 
year 1998, and 20 of the NIBS courts are 
planning to use it. A NIBS WebSite was 
implemented for sharing information 
and meeting new goals. 


¥ anagement Assistance 
Visits 


Management and organizational 
reviews are conducted to provide cham- 
bers, clerks offices, probation and pre- 
trial services offices, and federal de- 
fender organizations with assessments 
of existing operations and to make rec- 
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ommendations for improving court ser- 
vices. In addition, reviews of specific 
court program areas such as case man- 
agement, jury use, court reporting, court 
interpreting, drug and mental health, 
and electronic monitoring also are con- 
ducted. Briefing and written reports 
documenting the findings are provided 
to the courts at the conclusion of the re- 
views. Finally, specific issues that are 
identified during general assessment re- 
views are assigned to the cognizant pro- 
gram office for follow-up. 

The Judiciary specifically requires 
that audits of its financial practices and 
systems follow generally accepted gov- 
ernment auditing standards as issued by 
the Comptroller General. The Judiciary 
also employs standards for conducting 
program reviews and has issued a study 
guide for conducting and documenting 
such reviews. In fiscal year 1998, ap- 
proximately 70 such reviews were con- 
ducted. 

In addition to the program audits 
and reviews, the Judiciary provides 
other on-site assistance to individual 
court offices. Teams of subject matter 
experts from the Administrative Office 
and court offices provide automation 
technical assistance, personnel and pro- 
curement consultations, as well as 
implementation and assessment visits 
related to the Judiciary's Methods Analy- 
sis Program. Several hundred such con- 
sulting and technical assistance reviews 
were completed in fiscal year 1998. 

In fiscal year 1998, the Adminis- 
trative Office also conducted internal re- 
views of its management review pro- 
grams to ensure that their processes are 


/50 


effective and compliant with established 
standards. 


ork Measurement 


Initiative 

In June 1998, the Judicial Confer- 
ence Committee on Judicial Resources 
approved recommendations for review 
and revision of all court staffing formu- 
las for court support offices. The com- 
mittee responded to concerns that cur- 
rent formulas do not reflect new work 
requirements, the impact of automation 
systems, and changes in work processes. 
Current staffing formulas are based on 
studies conducted between 1991 and 
1993 for probation and pretrial services 
units, district courts, and bankruptcy 
courts. 

The Work Measurement Initiative 
will establish accurate measures of staff- 
ing needed to perform the current work 
of each court unit. The Committee ap- 
proved a method in which formulas for 
all court components are reviewed si- 
multaneously and mechanisms are de- 
veloped for updating formulas regularly 
to ensure stability. Staffing formulas are 
to be revised for use in the fiscal year 
2001 allocations and fiscal year 2002 
budget. The Administrative Office also 
will review the impact that changes to 
the work measurement formula may 
have on formulas for allotting operating 
expenses to the courts. 

Court staff and Administrative 
Office staff are participating jointly in 
developing the formulas. Data collection 
is expected to continue from November 
1998 to October 1999. 


Op formation Technolo 


During 1998, Administrative Of- 
fice staff continued to enhance existing 
information technology systems and de- 
velop new ones. Responsive, innovative 
automation and technology continue to 
play a central role in making sure that 
the Judiciary runs smoothly. Accom- 
plishments and highlights of the year in- 
clude the following: 


VIDEOCONFERENCING 
@ As a result of dramatic improve- 
ments in the nation’s commercial tele- 
communications infrastructure, the use 
of videoconferencing technology is in- 
creasing in both the public and private 
sectors, including the federal courts. 
Videoconferencing technology allows 
two or more geographically separated 
individuals or groups to conduct inter- 
active meetings. These computer-based 
systems also allow users in different lo- 
cations to collaborate by electronically 
sharing documents, spreadsheets, draw- 
ings, and other applications. 
Participating courts have found 
the technology useful for pretrial hear- 
ings and remote witness testimony, as 
well as for other types of proceedings, 
such as criminal pretrial matters and 
evidentiary hearings. A growing num- 
ber of courts of appeals and bankruptcy 
courts now are using videoconferencing 
for judicial proceedings. Attorneys may 
use videoconferences to take deposi- 
tions, present witness testimony, and 
conduct hearings with clients. When 
feasible, district courts participating in 
the Prisoner Civil Rights 
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Videoconferencing Program share the 
technology with other court units within 
their districts. The program was imple- 
mented in 1998 in 35 district courts in 50 
locations nationwide. 

Besides its use in judicial proceed- 
ings, videoconferencing also is being 
widely used for administrative meetings, 
conferences, and training seminars. 
Cost-effective technology resources have 
been made available on a limited basis 
where con... ..ing geographic and 
caseload requirements have been demon- 
strated. As a result, videoconferencing 
capabilities now are available to more 
than 85 court locations, and an increas- 
ing number of courts are expressing in- 
terest in taking advantage of the tech- 
nology. The work of Administrative Of- 
fice staff supports the use of videocon- 
ferencing to the extent possible through- 
out the Judiciary. 

Though somewhat difficult to 
cuantify, the benefits of videoconfer- 
encing include reduced travel costs, 
more efficient scheduling for judges and 
court staff, and enhanced access to the 
court for the bar and the public. For pro- 
ceedings that require prisoner participa- 
tion, videoconferencing also eliminates 
the need for transportation by the U.S. 
Marshals Service. 


CASE MANAGEMENT/ 
ELECTRONIC CASE FILES 
@ The Judiciary continues efforts to re- 
duce reliance on paper in federal court 
litigation through technology that en- 
ables judges, court staff, attorneys, and 
others users to electronically file, case 
documents such as pleadings, motions, 
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briefs, and orders. Over the past year, 
progress was made in making fully 
functional case management/electronic 
case filing systems available for imple- 
mentation in all federal courts. 

In fiscal year 1999 and beyond, 
the Judiciary will continue efforts to de- 
velop a nationwide case management 
application with electronic case filing ca- 
pabilities. It offers many potential ben- 
efits. Most significantly, it could reduce 
the time spent on manual tasks such as 
data entry, photocopying, and document 
filing, retrieval, and dissemination, and 
may reduce courthouse space require- 
ments for paper record storage. Also, 
electronic filing could improve the over- 
all quality of service by facilitating more 
accurate up-to-date records and by pro- 
viding the court, the bar, and the public 
quicker and easier access to case docu- 
ments. 

Nine district and bankruptcy 
courts currently are testing Judiciary- 
developed prototype case management/ 
electronic case filing systems. Opera- 
tions in the prototypes and other courts 
experimenting with similar technology 
are providing critical information on 
how best to design and implement a sys- 
tem for nationwide use. In addition to 
examining system alternatives, the Judi- 
ciary is addressing a host of technical, 
legal, and policy issues associated with 
moving to an electronic system. Ex- 
amples include the technical ability of 
users of the judicial system to submit 
documents electronically; use of the 
Internet and related technologies as a 
means for filing and docketing; the au- 
thentication, security, and preservation 
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of electronic documents; the provision of 


responsible for identifying year 2000 


funding, including the appropriate role priorities, tracking remediation 

of user fees; and changes to national and _ progress, and ensuring overall readi- 

local rules of practice and procedure. ness. To support the council's work, the 
Administrative Office established a year 

YEAR 2000 2000 program office and a working 

@ The Judiciary made substantial group of court and Administrative Of- 

progress in addressing issues associated _fice employees. The agency is address- 


with the new millennium in 1998 as the 
Administrative Office formalized its ef- 
forts by expanding the authority of the critical systems will be year 2000 com- 

year 2000 management council and pliant and deployed before the new mil- 


adopting a comprehensive approach to lennium. 
address this critical issue. The council is 


ing all areas of potential concern to en- 
sure that all of the Judiciary 's mission- 


Year 2000 READINESS 


Awareness and reporting: The Administrative Office is actively alerting and informing court units of the ne- 
cessity for local court year 2000 compliance, both for information technology as well as other systems. Court 
units have been reporting on their year 2000 activities and progress quarterly since june 1997. In October 
1998, Administrative Office Director Mecham requested that chief judges of all federal courts increase their 
reporting frequency to monthly and reiterated the importance of attaining year 2000 compliance by March 
1999. 


Computer system applications: By the end of 1998, all of the judiciary’s nationally supported information 
systems were compliant or will be by March 1999. Local applications, based on reporting by the courts, also 
were on schedule. 


infrastructure: The Administrative Office is assessing the status of other infrastructure systems, such as tele- 
phones, building systems, fax equipment, and photocopy machines. Court units are being made aware of 
the importance of assessing their infrastructures and are being provided assistance and guidance by Admin- 
istrative Office staff and organizations such as the General Services Administration. 


Interfaces outside the Judiciary: The Judiciary is inventorying and identifying the interfaces between judi- 
cial systems and other federal agency and private sector systems, such as the Department of Treasury and 
the Social Security Administration. The Judiciary is working with the President’s Council on the Year 2000, as 
well as with other relevant federal agencies and organizations to address these interface issues. 


Business continuity and contingency planning: The age xy is developing a business continuity plan and will 
be providing guidance and assistance to local court units on how to approach this important task. 
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FINANCIAL ACCOUNTING 
SYSTEM FOR TOMORROW 

@ The Financial Accounting System for 
Tomorrow (FAS,T) will provide a single 
financial accounting system for courts 
to be integrated with the Central Ac- 
counting System at the Administrative 
Office. FAS,T was implemented on Oc- 
tober 1, 1997, in the Districts of Ari- 


zona, Ken- 
tucky-Western, Kansas, 
and Maryland. During 1998, the 
system was adapted to the courts finan- 
cial requirements, and court operations 
were streamlined to take advantage of 
the capabilities and efficiencies offered 
by the system. Experience was gained to 
determine how the system will work in 
representative courts and to help de- 
velop an approach for implementing 
FAS, T throughout the remaining 90 dis- 
tricts. 
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Substantial progress was made in 
stabilizing the software and developing 
detailed Judiciary-specific procedures 
and documentation. FAS,T was con- 
verted to operate on the Judiciary’s da- 
tabase management system, Informix, 
and successfully underwent operational 
capability testing. Pricewaterhouse 
Coopers LLP performed an independent 
review and recommended a strategy 
for Judiciary-wide implementation, 

which has been adopted. Key to 
this strategy will be improve- 
ments in financial processes to 
position both the Admin. strative 
Office and the districts to meet the 
challenges of future implementa- 
tions. Tools have been developed to 
document local procedures and inter- 
nal controls; assess accounting and 
technology skills to tailor a compre- 
hensive training program; update fi- 
nanc '»' guidance; and ensure data 
integrity. 

The next 10 districts to imple- 
ment the system will be Arkansas- 
Eastern, Florida-Southern, Idaho, In- 
diana-Northern, Maine, Michigan- 
Western, Missouri-Eastern, New York- 
Western, North Dakota, and South 
Carolina. 


CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 
PANEL ATTORNEY PAYMENT 
SYSTEM 

@ The Criminal Justice Act (CJA) 

Par ~! Attorney Payment System Re- 
placement Project will replace the anti- 
quated system for payment of CJA 
panel attorneys and related service pro- 
viders. The new system will incorporate 


better internal controls and audit trails; 
provide information needed to support 
budget requests of the Defender Ser- 
vices program; respond to questions 
from Congress; enhance management of 
the panel attorney program; and sup- 


port court 
opera- 

tions 

through 

local 
court 
genera- 
tion of 
CJA 
forms and 
reports. 
The 
new sys- 
tem will 
reside on a 

central 

server at the Administrative Office. 
Court users will communicate with the 
server through the Judiciary's DCN. 
Training will be provided to two persons 
from each judicial district and each cir- 
cuit, either simultaneously or separately, 
according to court wishe’ and the court 
will go live on the system when the first 
person returns from training. 

Five initial implementation courts 
have been selected: Florida-Southern, 
California-Northern, Utah, Oregon, and 
Missouri-Western. 


NEWBATS 

@ Administrative Office staff provide 
management oversight for NewBATS, 
an automated case-management system 
that helps bankruptcy administrators 
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manage their cases and oversee the work 
of trustees. An older version of 
NewBATS was used in two of the six 
bankruptcy districts for over 10 years. A 
new revised version of NewBATS was 
made available to all bankruptcy admin- 
istrator districts in November 1998. 


BANKRUPTCY COURT 
CHASER (BK CHASER) 

@ This system facilitates case manage- 
ment by making automated case data 
maintained by a clerk's office available 
to bankruptcy judge: and chambers 
staff in an easy-to-use format. The sys- 
tem was designed to have three compo- 
nents: Query, Reports, and Calendar. 
The BK CHASER BANCAP web ver- 
sion of the Query and Reports compo- 
nents was released early in fiscal year 
1998. A BANCAP calendar was made 
available in late 1998. 


ersonnel Operations 


The Administrative Office contin- 
ues to prepare for the replacement of its 
personnel and payroll systems with the 
Personnel Systems Modernization 
Project. Its long-term contract with Peat 
Marwick is a comprehensive arrange- 
ment that includes a commercial soft- 
ware package, modifications to meet Ju- 
diciary needs, the conversion of current 
and historical data, extensive training 
for court staff, and general administra- 
tive support. 

Subject matter experts from the 
AO and from the courts have prepared a 
comprehensive implementation plan 
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1998 Director’s AWARDS 
The Director's Award tor Outsianding Leadership recognizes 
managerial employees who have made long-term contributions to 
increase managerial effectiveness and who have developed im- 


provements in the adminisiration of the federal Judiciary. For the 
1998 Outstanding Leadership Award, the recipients were 


Co-recipients and Clerks of Court, jack Wagner (California-Eastern) 
and Bruce Riflin (Washington-Western) 
Lloyd C. Ray, jr Bankruptcy Clerk, Tennessee-Middle 
Kenneth Russo Data Network Administrator, Sth Circuit 
Project Manager, Minnesota 
Drug & Alcohol Treatment Specialist, 
U.S. Probation Office, California-Central 


Clerk of Court, Colorado 


that puts the new Human Resources 
Management Information System into 
production in phases. When imple- 
mented, this system will represent a sig- 
nificant expansion of the personnel and 
payroil information directly and immedi- 
ately available to the courts. It also will 
complement budget decentralization and 
other related activities. 


FAIR EMPLOYMENT 
PRACTICES 

@ The Administrative Office provides 
guidance and support to judges, court 
managers, and other Judiciary employ- 
ees on fair employment practices, which 
include equal employment opportunity 
(EEO) policy and employment dispute 
resolution (EDR) procedures. This year, 
training was presented to four circuits 
on employment dispute resolution. 
Agency staff provided EEO training to 
employees in the District of Puerto Rico. 
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COURT REPORTERS 
COMPENSATION *TUDY 
@ The Administrative Office awarded a 
contract in May 1998 to 
PricewaterhouseCoopers (PwC) to con- 
duct a comprehensive study on compen- 
sation for court reporters. 

Throughout the course of the 
study, PwC relied on the advice and as- 
sistance of an advisory team comprised 
of representatives from the Judicial Con- 
ference Committee on Judicial Resources, 
court reporters, clerks of court, and Ad- 
ministrative Office senior managers. 

A final report was submitted to 
the Committee on Judicial Resources in 
December 1998. 


Usually developed in partnership 
with court staff, the Administrative Of- 
fice provides training programs that are 
directly linked to the timely implementa- 
tion of Judiciary policies and programs. 
The programs focus on Judiciary sys- 
tems and processes such as procure- 
ment, facilities management, statistical 


reporting, financial management, court 
reporting, and automation systems. The 
agency s Technology Training and Sup- 
port Division in San Antonio, Texas, of- 
fers an extensive array of technical sys- 
tems and end-user training programs. 

Administrative Office staff pro- 
vided training for court employees in 
several key areas in 1998: 


@ Two Court Personnel System 
training sessions were held for 
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The agency's 
training 
programs are 
directly linked 
to the timely 
implementation 
of Judiciary 
policies and 
programs. The 
potential for 
using the FJTN 


as a COSt- 
effective means 
of delivering 
training 
programs 
already is being 
realized. 

new court unit executives and @ In May, Administrative Office 

new human resource managers. staff took part in a budget and fi- 

The agency also conducted and nance training session for attend 

completed a study on human re- ees at a conference sponsored by 

source competencies for the the Federal Judicial Center for 

courts. This study will serve as chief judges. Judge Heyburn 

basic research for exploring with briefed the group on the impor- 

court unit executives the chang- tance of long-range budgeting in 

ing roles of their jobs and other planning for future resource re- 

jobs in the courts. quirements for the Judiciary. 
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Other judges discussed their local 
budget organizational structures 
and how they work. 


@ The Administrative Office con- 
ducted several training confer- 
ences for district court staff mem- 
bers involved in statistical report- 
ing ‘eaturing topics such as re- 
porting guidelines, the use of au- 
tomation in the reporting process, 
data quality control, and the dis- 
tribution of compiled data to us- 
ers throughout the Judiciary and 
the general public. 


NEEDS ASSESSMENT 


@ Pursuant to a Judicial Conference di- 


rective in March 1998, an interagency 
committee of Administrative Office and 
Federal Judicial Center managers is 
overseeing a nationwide assessment of 
Third Branch training needs. The pur- 
pose of the needs assessment is to iden- 
tify the knowledge, skills, and abilities 
people have to know in order to perform 


their jobs. This data will be used to iden- 


tify training needed to acquire know]- 
edge and to plan for the development 
and delivery of training. 


TRAINING FOR COURT 
REPORTERS 
@ Near'y 700 federal official court re- 
porters provide accurate and timely 
records of court proceedings, and it is a 
high priority for the Administrative Of- 
fice to provide training to this group of 
Judiciary employees. 

In mid-October, agency staff and 
the Court Reporters Advisory Group 
formed a focus group to provide infor- 
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mation to develop a two-year training 
plan for court reporters. The purpose of 
the training plan is to provide the 
agency with a general strategy for de- 
veloping and delivering training 
courses. At this meeting, six training 
topics were identitied and prioritized by 
federal official court reporters: 


* Retirement benefits, provisions 
and planning. 

* New federal official court report- 
ers. 

* Real time writing skills. 

* Rates and billing procedures and 
AO40B reporting requirements. 

¢ Emerging technologies and auto- 
mation. 

* Code of conduct and ethics is- 
sues. 


tatistical Reporting 


Collecting and reporting statistics 
on the caseload of the federal courts is a 
core responsibility of the Administrative 
Office. The agency seeks to provide the 
most effective and efficient ways for 
court employees to manage statistical in- 
formation gathering and reporting and 
for agency staff to handle the tremen 
dous volume of data the Administrative 
Office receives from federal courts. The 
following activities indicate steps taken 
in 1998 to improve this process while 
minimizing the burden on the courts. 


STATISTICAL 
INFORMATION REVIEW 

@ The Administrative Office organized 
a task force consisting of judges, court 
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staff, and Administrative Office staff to 
address needs for bankruptcy statistical 
information. The task force prepared a 
report that identified principles that 
guided its assessment and made recom- 
mendations for future bankruptcy infor- 
mation needs. The Administrative Office 
has begun planning a similar review of 
appellate court statistics. 


STATISTICAL REPORTING 
MODERNIZATION 

@ In 1998, the Administrative Office 
initiated the Statistics Division Modern- 
ization Project to improve its statistical 
gathering and reporting processes 
through the more sophisticated use of 
automation. The first phase, the tech- 
luuiugy assessment study, was com- 
pleted this year. This study provides the 
framework for the follow-on projects 
that should significantly enhance the 
Judiciary’s ability to gather, analyze, 
and distribute statistical data. 


MAGISTRATE JUDGE 
STATISTICAL REPORTING 

@ The Administrative Office, with di- 
rection from a working group including 
magistrate judges and clerks of court, is 
developing an automated system to en- 
hance the efficiency and effectiveness 
with which it obtains, presents, and uses 
the magistrate judge workload informa- 
tion that Congress requires it to collect. 
The system, called MJSTAR, is de- 
signed to enable accurate and compara- 
tive depiction of the workloads of mag- 
istrate judges nationwide, to gather the 
underlying data uniformly and reliably, 
and to provide flexibility in presenting 
the data. 


In February 1998, the Administra- 
tive Office began implementing the com- 
ponent of MJSTAR that collects data on 
petty offense cases processed through 
the Judiciary 's Central Violations Bu- 
reau in San Antonio. This component 
has been completed for the First, Sec- 
ond, Third, and Fifth Circuits. 
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Statutory Authority 
28 U.S.C. §§ 601-612. Congress established the Administrative Office 


of the U.S. Courts in 1939 to provide administrative support to federal 
courts. 


Supervision 


The Director of the Administrative Office carries out statutory 
responsibilities and other duties under the supervision and direction of 
the principal policy-making body of the Judiciary, the Judicial 
Conference of the United States, and its Executive Committee. In 
addition, the Conference’s Committee on the Administrative Office 
oversees generally the agency’s operations. 


Responsibilities 


All responsibility for the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts is 
vested in the Director, who is the chief administrative officer for the 
federal courts. Under his direction, the agency carries out the following 
functions: 


@ Implements the policies of the Judicial Conference of the United 
States and supports its network of 24 committees (including 
advisory and special committees) by providing staff to plan 
meetings; develop agendas; prepare reports; and provide 
substantive analytical support to the development of issues, 
projects, and recommendations. 


@ Supports over 2,000 judicial officers, including active and senior 
appellate and district court judges, bankruptcy judges, and 
magistrate judges. 


@ Advises court administrators regarding procedural and 
administrative matters. 


@ Provides program leadership and support for circuit executives, 
clerks of court, staff attorneys, probation and pretrial services 
officers, federal defenders, circuit librarians, conference 
attorneys/circuit mediators, bankruptcy administrators, and 
other court employees. 
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® Provides centralized core administrative functions such as 
payroll, personnel, and accounting services. 


e Administers the Judiciary’s unique personnel systems and 
monitors its equal employment opportunity program. 


e Develops and executes the budget and provides guidance to 
courts for local budget execution. 


e Defines resource requirements through forecasts of caseloads, 
work-measurement analyses, assessment of program changes, 
and reviews of individual court requirements. 


Provides legislative counsel and services to the Judiciary; acts as 
liaison with the legislative and executive branches. 


® Prepares manuals and a variety of other publications. 


e Collects and analyzes detailed statistics on the workload of the 
courts. 


e Monitors and reviews the performance of programs and use of 
resources. 


@ Conducts education and training programs. 
@ Audits the courts’ financial operations. 


e Handles public affairs for the Judiciary, responding to numerous 
inquiries from Congress, the media, and the public. 


Develops new ways for handling court business, and provides 
training and assistance to court employees to help them 
implement programs and improve operations. 


6 Develops and supports automated systems and technologies 
used throughout the courts. 


@ Coordinates with the General Services Administration the 
construction and management of the Judiciary’s space and 
facilities. 


® Monitors the U.S. Marshals Service’s implementation of the 
Judicial Facilities Security Program, including court security 
officers, and executes security policy for the Judiciary. 
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Organization 


Director 
Leonidas Ralph Mecham 273-3000 


Serves as the chief executive of the Administrative Office, Secretary to 
the Judicial Conference, and ex officio member of the Executive 
Committee of the Judicial Conference and the Board of Directors of the 
Federal Judicial Center. 


Associate Director, Management and Operations 
Clarence A. Lee, Jr. 273-3015 


Chief advisor to the Director on management, strategic and tactical 
planning and operational matters; ensures that activities of all agency 
elements are functioning in support of the Director’s goals; oversees 
audit and review activities. 


Associate Director and General Counsel 
William R. Burchill, Jr. 502-1100 


Provides legal counsel and services to the Director and staff of the 
Administrative Office and to the Judicial Conference; responds to legal 
inquiries from judges and other court officials regarding court 
operations; represents the agency in bid protests and other 
administrative litigation. 


Judicial Conference Executive Secretariat 
Karen K. Siegel, Assistant Director 502-2400 


Coordinates the agency’s performance of the staff functions required 
by the Judicial Conference and its committees; maintains the official 
files of the Judicial Conference; and responds to judges and other court 
personnel regarding Conference activities. 


Legislative Affairs 
Michael W. Blommer, Assistant Director 502-1700 


Provides legislative counsel and services to the Judiciary; maintains 
liaison with the legislative branch; manages the coordination of matters 
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affecting the Judiciary with the states, legal entities, and other 
organizations; develops and produces judicial impact statements. 


Public Affairs 
Charles D. Connor, Assistant Director 502-2600 


Carries out public-information and communications programs for the 
federal Judiciary; handles media inquiries and relations; manages 
publications efforts for the Administrative Office. 


Court Programs 
Noel). Augustyn, Assistant Director 502-1500 


Manages support provided to the courts for defender services, 
probation and pretrial services, clerks of court, circuit executives, staff 
attorneys, court reporters, and interpreters, including the development 
of budgets, allocation of resources, and management of national 
programs. 


Facilities, Security and Administrative Services 
William J. Lehman, Acting Assistant Director 502-1200 


Manages services provided to the courts in the areas of court security, 
contracts and services, and space and facilities, and provides 
administrative services for the Administrative Office itself; serves as the 
primary contact on real property administration matters with the 
General Services Administration. 


Finance and Budget 
Joseph). Bobek, Assistant Director 502-2000 


Manages the budget, accounting, and financial systems of the Judiciary; 
prepares financial analyses on Judiciary programs; manages relocation 
and travel services for the courts; and serves as the Judiciary’s point of 
contact for Congress on budget matters. 


Human Resources and Statistics 
R. Towsend Robinson, Acting Assistant Director 502-1170 


Manages services provided to the courts in the areas of statistics, 
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personnel, payroll, health and retirement benefits, workforce 
development, and dispute resolution. 


Information Technology 
Pamela B. White, Assistant Director 502-2300 


Administers the information technology program of the Judiciary: its 
planning, technology, and resource allocations; applications 
development, maintenance, and support; testing and research. 


Judges Programs 
Peter G. McCabe, Assistant Director 502-1800 


Oversees the formulation and promulgation of federal rules of practice 
and procedure; delivers legal and administrative services to judicial 
officers including Article Ill judges, bankruptcy judges, and magistrate 
judges. 
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U.S. Courts of Appeals 


© Appeals filings rose 3 percent to an all-time high for the third consecutive year. 

© Civil appeals filings increased 6 percent as prisoner petition appeals jumped 8 
percent. 

© Criminal appeals filings grew nearly | percent 


U.S. District Courts 


Criminal Filings 

© Criminal case filings increased 15 percent, and defendants in criminal cases 
filed grew 13 percent 

© Immigration case filings soared 40 percent and accounted for 16 percent of all 
criminal filings. 

© Drug case filings jumped 19 percent, and defendants charged with drug 
offenses rose 14 percent. 


Civil Filings 

© Civil filings declined for the first time in five years, falling 6 percent due to 6 
percent reductions in private cases related to federal question litigation and 
diversity of citizenship jurisdiction. 

© Filings with the United States as defendant dropped 12 percent as federal 
prisoner petitions decreased 34 percent. 


U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 


© Bankruptcy petitions increase 1 5 percent to a record level for the third 
consecutive year. 

© Nonbusiness filings grew 6 percent: business f lings dropped 13 percent 

© Chapter 7 filings rose 7 percent, and chapter 13 filings increased | percent 


Federal Probation and Pretrial Services System 


© The number of persons under supervision rose 3 percent to 93,737 on 
September 30, 1998. 

© The number of persons serving terms of supervised release rose 7 percent and 
accounted for 58 percent of all persons under supe-vision. 

© The number of pretrial services defendants grew 13 percent to 78,603. 
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ciary during fiscal year 1998, compares the caseload for this year to 

those of prior fiscal years, and, wherever possible, explains why in- 
creases or decreases occurred in the courts’ caseload. Specific sections address the 
work of the appellate, district, and bankruptcy courts; the probation and pretrial ser- 
vices system; and other components of the federal judiciary. A table of judicial 
caseload indicators presents totals for all major segments of the federal courts (see 
page 16). 

The major trend emerging from the 1998 data (see Caseload Highlights section) 
is that the federal courts’ caseload rose in most program areas this year. Once again, 
record numbers of cases were filed in the appellate and bankruptcy courts, which re- 
ported increases of 3 percent and 5 percent, respectively. Although filings of new civil 
cases in U.S. district courts dropped 6 percent after five years of sustained growth, 
causing overall district court filings to decline 2 percent, civil case filings were 9 per- 
cent higher in 1998 than in 1994. Moreover, the numbers of criminal case filings and 
criminal defendants in cases filed this year registered double-digit percentage in- 
creases for the first time since 1972, rising 15 percent and 13 percent, respectively As 
of September 30, 1998, the federal probation system reported having 3 percent more 
persons under supervision than it did one year earlier, and the number of pretrial ser- 
vices cases activated surged 13 percent. 

Federal judges have seen their caseload and associated workload rise signifi- 
cantly over the last five years. From 1994 to 1998, the following occurred: 

@ the total number of weighted civil anc criminal filings per district judgeship 

(which are based on weights that account for differences in the time judges 


need to resolve various types of civil and criminal actions) climbed 16 per- 
cent to 484; 


@ the number of appeals filed per three-judge panel grew 11 percent: 


T=: report contains statistical data on the business of the federal judi- 


@ bankruptcy filings per authorized judgeship soared 72 percent to 4,408. 


Despite these increases, no new Article III judgeships have been created in eight 
years, and the number of bankruptcy jtidges authorized has not changed since 1993. 


U.S. Courts 
of Appeals 


Reaching a record-breaking level for the third consecutive year, filings in the 12 
regional courts of appeals grew 3 percent to 53,805. Increases in civil appeals (up 6 
percent) and bankruptcy appeals (up 4 percent) were responsible for the overall 
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Judicial Caseload Indicators 
Fiscal Years 1994, 1997, and 1998 
% Change 

Judicial Caseload re 1994 1997 1998 Since 1994 
U.S. Courts of Appeais' 

Lases Filed 48,322 52,319 53,805 11.3 

Cases Terminated 49,184 51,194 52,002 5.7 

Cases Pending 37,269 39,846* 41,649 11.8 
U.S. District Courts 

Criminal (includes Transfers) 

Cases Filed 45,484 50,363 57,691 26.8 

Defendants in Cases Filed 62,956 70,201 79,008 25.5 

Cases Terminated 45,129 46,887 51,428 14.0 

Cases Pending 26,328 37,237" 43,500 65.2 

Civil 

Cases Filed 236,391 272,027 256,787 8.6 

Cases Terminated 228,361 249,641 262,301 14.9 

Cases Pending 223,759 272,602* 267 ,088 19.4 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 

Cases Filed 837,797 1,367,364 1,436,964 71.5 

Cases Terminzited 869,771 1,223,967 1,377,206 58.3 

Cases Pendiny 1,110,428 1,326, 136* 1,385,894 24.8 
Federal Probation System 

Persons Under Supervision 89,103 91,434 93,737 5.2 

Presentence Reports 44,434 52,174 57,794 30.1 
Pretrial Services 

Pretrial Services Cases Activated 56,070 69,283 78,603 40.2 

Total Released on Supervision 24,568 26,879" 29,974 22.0 
‘Excludes the U.S. Court of Appeais for the Federal Circuit. 
“Revised. 
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growth. A 2 percent rise in appeals terminated caused terminations per authorized 
three-judge panel to grow from 920 to 934. Tables | and 2 contain summary data on 
the activity of the U.S. courts of appeals. Detailed data for the appellate courts appear 
in the B series of the appendix tables. 

The number of appeals filed has climbed steadily since 1994, increasing 11 per- 
cent overall. Growth in appeals has continued despite the enactment of the Prison 
Litigation Reform Act (PLRA) and the Antiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act 
(AEDPA) in 1996, both of which contain provisions aimed at reducing prisoner peti- 
tions. Although the number of prisoner petition filings in the appellate courts fell 5 
percent in 1997 as a result of these acts, that reduction was offset by increases in ap- 
peals of administrative agency deci- 


sions and original proceedings, 
which jumped 56 percent and 16 
percent, respectively. In 1998, pris- 
oner petitions rose 8 percent, once 
again driving an overall rise in ap- 
peals filed. 

This year, seven circuits re- 
ported increases in appeals filed, 
with the most notable growth tak- 
ing place in the Fifth Circuit (up 7 
percent) and the District of Colum- 
bia Circuit (up 6 percent). The 
greatest declines in appeals filed 
took place in the Seventh and Tenth 


Filir os in the 12 
regional courts of 
appeals reached 
the third consecu- 
tive ail-time high, 
with increases re- 


ported in 7 


circuits. 


Circuits, which both reported re- 
ductions of 2 percent. Filings in the 
Firs: Second, and Eighth Circuits 
remained relatively stabie, drop- 
ping less than | percent. 

The overall growth in civil ap- 
peals in 1998 was linked to an 8 percent increase in prisoner petition appeals and a 7 
percent increase in civil rights appeals. Habeas corpus petitions surged 36 percent to 
surpass filings of civil rights prisoner petition appeals for the first time despite the en- 
actment of the AEDPA. 4 36 percent jump in habeas corpus filings by state prisoners 
was largely responsible tor the overall increase, with the Fifth Circuit showing the 
most significant growth, a rise of 72 percent (up 575 appeals). A 5 percent increase in 
motions to vacate sentence also contributed to the overall rise in prisoner petitions. 

In contrast, civil rights prisoner petitions (including those addressing prison 
condi.'%ns) feil 11 perc st from 1997 to 1998. This followed a 20 percent drop from 
1996 to 1997 that most likely stemmed from the enactment of the PLRA. 


17 1998 juoiciat Business 


/¥| 


Table 1 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
Fiscal Years 1994 Through 1998 
a __ Terminated . 
Cases Cases 
Authorized per per 
Year Judgeships Number Panel Number Panel Pending 
1994 167 48,322 868 49,184 284 37,269 
1995 167 50,072 899 49,805 595 37,310 
1996 167 51,991 934 50,413 906 38,774 
1997 167 52,319 940 51,194 920 39 ,846* 
1998 167 53,805 967 52,002 934 41,649 
% Chg. 1998 
Over 1997 — 2.8 2.8 1.6 1.6 4.5 
Note: This table excludes data for the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 
*Revised. 
Table 2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Sources of Appeals 
Fiscal Years 1997 and 1998 
Percent 
Source 1997 1998 Change 
Total 52,319 53,805 2.8 
U.S. District Courts 
Criminal 10,521 10,535 0.1 
Civil—Total 35,414 37,522 6.0 
Prisoner Petitions 16,188 17,422 7.6 
U.S. Civil 3,803 4,29. 12.9 
Private Civil 15,423 15,808 2.5 
Other Appeals 
Bankruptcy 1,158 1,203 3.9 
Administrative Agency 4,412 3,793 -14.0 
Original! Proceedings 814 752 -7.6 
Note: This table excludes data for the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 
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Cases involving pro se litigants (66 percent of them prisoners) rose 6 percent in 
1998. Pro se cases constituted 44 percent of all appeals filed, up from 42 percent last 


year. Filings of pro se appeals increased in 8 of the 12 circuits, with the District of Appeals involving 
Columbia, Eleventh, and Fifth Circuits experiencing growth greater than 10 percent. pro se tigants 
Increases also occurred in the number of pro se litigants filing civil rights appeals (up rose 6 percent in 
9 percent) and prisoner petitions appeals (up 6 percent). Supplemental Table S-4 con- 1998. 


tains summary deta un pro se appeals. 

Bankruptcy appeals climbed 4 percent this year. Growth in such filings was re- 
ported in 6 of the 12 circuits, with increases ranging from 9 to 60 percent. 

Criminal appeals remained relatively stable this year, rising less than | percent. 
Increases in appeals related to immigration laws (up 66 percent) and drugs (up 2 per- 
cent) offset declines in those involving weapons and firearms (down 14 percent) and 
fraud (down 10 percent). 

Filings of administrative agency appeals and original proceedings declined 14 
percent and 8 percent. respectively. Decreases in appeals of Benefits Review Board 
and Environmental Protection Agency decisions, which returned to more typical lev- 
els after registering unusual growth in 1997, were primarily responsible for the over- 
all decline in administrative agency appeals. 


yl .S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 


Filings in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit remained constant, 
as totals for appeals filed in 1997 and 1998 each equaled | 454. Overall movement in 
filings in the Federal Circuit typically is linked to activity involving the Merit Sys- 
tems Protection Board (MSPB). This year, however, a 15 percent decline (down 82 
cases) in appeals of MSPB decisions was offset largely by increases in appeals aris- 
ing from the U.S. Court of Federal Claims, which rose 28 percent (up 42 appeals); the 
U.S. Court of Veterans’ Appeals, which ros« 45 percent (up 38 appeals); and U.S. dis- 
trict courts, which rose 6 percent (up 24 cases). 

Since 1994, filings of appeals in the Federal Circuit have decreased 15 percent 
(down 251 cases). Altho: vh filings of US. district court appeals have increased every 
year for the past five years and have grown 27 percent (up 89 cases) since 1994, this 
has not compensated for the 43 percent drop (down 348 cases) in MSPB appeals dur- 
ing that period. 

Appendix Table B-8 provides summary data on the activity of the U.S. Court of 0 
Appeais for the Federal Circuit. More detailed data are available from the Office of 
the Clerk of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 
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The 28 percent 
growth in criminal 
case filings since 
1994 has 
stemmed largely 
from filings of 
cases involving 
drugs and immi- 


gration. 


U.S. District 
Courts 


Grimina Filings 


In 1998, percentage increases for criminal cases and for defendants in cases filed 
both reached double digits. The last year in which criminal case filings showed a 
double-digit percentage increase was 1972, when filings jumped 14 percent as a result 
of ‘he Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention and Control Act of 1970. Case filings 
climbed 15 percent from 50,363 in 1997 to 57,691 in 1998, which caused filings per au 
thorized judgeship to rise from 78 to 89 cases. The number of defendants grew 13 per 
cent from 70,201 to 79,008. Criminal case terminations increased 10 percent to 51,428 
With filings outpacing terminations, the pending caseload rose 17 percent to 43,500 
Table 3 summerizes the number of criminal cases filed, terminated, and pending for 
the past five years 

Criminal case filings (excluding transfers) have increased each year since 1994 
and rose 28 percent from 1994 to 1998. This erowth has stemmed largely from in 
creased filings of cases involving drug and immigration law violations. During that 
period, drug cases jumped 43 percent, and immigration cases soared 260 percent, pri 
marily because of U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ) initiatives to secure the south 
western border of the United States. These initiatives emphasize the prosecution of 
alien smuggling and of attempted reentry by deported aliens or aliens previously con 
victed of felonies. Also during that five-year period, fraud cases rose 18 percent, al 
though some of these cases involved immigration-related fraud 

In 1998, filings of all major types of criminal cases increased. The combination 
of drug, fraud, and immigration filings accounted for 60 percent of all criminal cases 
and for 65 percent of all criminal defendants, a three percentage point rise in cases and 
a two percentage point rise in defendants over last year. For the first time in 26 years, 
immigration filings exceeded fraud filings to become second only to drug filings in 
numbers of cases. 'mmigration filings accounted for 16 percent of all criminal cases 
and 13 percent of all criminal defendants. 

Drug case filings climbed 19 percent to 16,281, while defendants in drug cases 
filed increased 14 percent to 29,472. These record high levels resulted from increased 
resources made available to U.S. attorneys in districts along the nation’s southwestern 
border. Drug case filings rose or remained stable in 57 districts, in part because U.S 
attorneys prosecuted in the federal courts defendants identified by state and local law 
enforcement agencies. The recent rise in drug case filings is also consistent with the 
U.S. Office of Drug Control Policy's emphasis on the U.S.-Mexico border in the war 
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Table 3 
U.S. District Courts 
Criminal Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
(Includes Transfers) 
Fiscal Years 1994 Through 1998 


Filed : 
Authorized Cases per 

Year Judgeships Total judgeship Drugs' Terminated 
1994’ 649 45,484 70 11,369 45,129 
1995 649 45,788 71 11,520 41,527 
1996 647 47,889 74 12,092 45,499 
1997 647 50,363 78 13,656 46,887 
1998 646 57,691 89 16,281 51,428 
% Chg. 1998 

Over 1997 — 14.6 14.2 19.2 9.7 


' Excludes transfers 

? Pending cotals exclude cases in which all defendants were fugitives for more than one year 
* Data for cases have been revised 

* Revised 


Pending’ 


26,328 
28,738 
32,156 
37,237* 
43,500 


16.8 


~ 


against drugs and with DOJ's policies that emphasize prosecuting drug offenses and 
violent crimes under federal laws, which typically carry more severe sentences than 
state laws. 

With the increase in drug cases exceeding the increase in drug defendants, the 
defendants-to-case ratio for such cases declined from 1.9 to 1.8; however, this ratio re- 
mained higher than the ratio of 1.4 defendants per case for all criminal filings. This 
reduction in the defendants-to-case ratio stemmed from a rise in drug cases associ- 
ated with immigration law violations, which often had one defendant per case. 

The Western District of Texas led the nation in numbers of drug cases (1,593) 
and drug defendants (2,320). The Southern District of California was second with 
1,564 cases and 2,046 defendants. Combined, the growth in three southwestern dis- 
tricts—the Southern District of California, Southern District of Texas, and Western 
District of Texas—accounted for 57 percent of the increase in drug case filings. 

Immigration case filings soared 40 percent to 9,339, while the number of defen- 
dants in immigration cases filed grew 38 percent to 10,147. Once again, the majority 
of immigration cases were filed in district courts along the southwestern border of the 
United States. Te Southern District of California continued to lead the nation for 
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Criminal Cases Filed 
1994 - 1998 


. a in 


. 2a a 
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@ Other Criminal MBimmigration Drugs 


this offense, having 19 percent of all immigration cases (1,799 cases), although immi 
gration case filings in this district remained stable. Other southwestern districts with 
large numbers of immigration filings were the Southern District of Texas (1,205 
cases), the District of Arizona (1,165 cases), and the Western District of Texas (1,143 
cases). Combined filings for these three districts accounted for 60 percent of the rise in 
immigration case filings 

Fraud and firearms offenses were the other major crimes for which case filings 
rose, also largely due to increases in filings in the southwestern border districts. Fraud 
case filings rose for the fourth consecutive year, growing 6 percent primarily because 
of fraud filings associated with immigration law violations and to a lesser extent be 
cause of lending institution and security and exchange fraud. After rising for three 
consecutive years, filings of false claims and statements cases declined 4 percent in 
1998 

Weapons and firearms case filings rose or remained stable in 62 districts across 
the nation, in part because U.S. attorneys prosecuted in the federal courts defendants 
identified by state and local law enforcement agencies. Total weapons and firearms 
case filings climbed 14 percent from 3,184 to 3,641, and defendants in such cases in 
creased || percent from 3,988 to 4,441 


$f, 
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The number of criminal defendants convicted this year rose 8 percent (up 4,237) 
to 59,885. The conviction rate remained stable at 88 percent. The number of defen 
dants imprisoned grew 10 percent (up 4,061) to 45,166. The rate of imprisonment in 
creased one percentage point from 74 percent in 1997 to 75 percent in 1998 and was 
five percentage points higher than in 1994, The conviction and imprisonment rates for 
drug, immigration, and fraud defendants in the Southern District of California, the 
Southern District of Texas, the Western District of Texas, and the District of Arizona 
remained high because these defendants typically plead guilty, and defendants who 
are illegal aliens are imprisoned prior to deportation. 

The median time from the filing of a criminal case to the disposition of the de- 
fendant declined from 5.8 months in 1997 to 5.6 months in 1998. This lower median 
time stemmed from a rise in cases in districts along the nation’s southwest border 
that consisted of actions that generally were less compicx and were processed 
quickly. 

The D series of the appendix tables contains detailed data on the criminal 
caseload by district. 


6. Filings 


Civil case filings in the U.S. district courts decreased 6 percent to 256,787—the 
first drop in civil filings in five years. This caused civil filings per authorized judge- 
ship to fall from 420 to 398. The reduction in civil filings resulted primarily 
from declines in private cases related to federal question (i.e., the federal 
courts interpretation and application of the U.S Constitution, acts of Congress, or 
treaties) and diversity of citizenship litigation, as well as filings involving the United 
States as defendant. 

Despite the drop in 1998, civil filings have risen 9 percent over the past five 
years, primarily due to increases in contract actions (up 35 percent), mostly in cases 
involving defaulted student loans; civil rights filings (up 30 percent), mostly in em- 
ployment cases that likely rose as a result of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 
1991 and the Civil Rights Act of 1991; personal injury filings (up 5 percent), mostly 
in personal injury/product liability cases related to breast implants and asbestos; and 
social security cases (up 33 percent), mostly in disability and supplemental security 
income claims. Since 1994, filings of prisoner petitions have declined 6 percent, 
mainly as a result of reductions in the number of civil rights prisoner petitions filed 
(down 32 percent). Civil filings per authorized judgeship have grown 9 percent from 
364 cases in 1994 to 398 cases in 1998. District judges, on average, achieved a 15 per- 
cent increase in the number of civil case terminations per judge during this period. 
Over the past five years, pending cases increased 19 percent, however, largely be- 
cause of the influx of breast implant cases in 1995 and 1996. 
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In 1998, private cases fell 6 percent, chiefly due to 6 percent drops in both federal! 
question litigation (down 9,769 cases to 146,827) and diversity of citizenship filings 
(down 3,286 cases to 51,992). The decline in federal question litigation was attribut 
able mostly to a 22 percent reduction in personal injury cases, of which product liabil 
ity filings (mostly breast implant cases) fell 26 percent (down 4,340 cases). Filings in 
the Eastern District of Michigan decreased 40 percent (6,671 cases), returning to more 
typical levels after a year in which an unusually large number of preexisting breast im 
plant cases or claims filed in other districts had been transferred ther. in accordance 
with a 1997 decisioi by the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Cucuit. This transfer 
caused an uncommon 10,000-case surge in civil filings in that district in 1997. In addi 
tion, federal question litigation involving state prisoner petitions fell 7 percent (down 
3,234 petitions), mostly because prisoner petitions involving civil rights and prison 
conditions decreased 8 percent (down 2,180 petitions). (Data on prisoner petitions ad 
dressing prison conditions began to be collected as a separate category in Januar: 
1997.) The overall reduction in state prisoner petitions reflects the continued effects of 
the Prison Litigation Reform Act. The decrease in diversity of citizenship filings con 
sisted mostly of an 8 percent drop (down 2,379 cases) in personal injury / product li 
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Table 4 
U.S. District Courts 
Civil Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
Fiscal Years 1994 Through 1998 
Cases Filed 
Recovery 
and 
Cases Enforce- All 
Authorized per ment Prisoner Other Ter- 
Year Judgeships Total Judyeship Cases Petitions Cases minated Pending 
1994 649 236,39) 364 2,330 57,940 176,121 228,36) 223,759 
1995 649 248,335 483 1,822 63,550 182,963 229,820 234,008 
1996 647 269,132 416 5,139 68,235 195,758 250,387 250,934 
1997 647 272,027 420 9,677 62,966 199 384 249,64) 272,602* 
1998 646 256,787 398 14,577 54,715 187,495 262,301 267,088 
% Chg. 1998 
Over 1997 - -5.6 5.2 50.6 13.1 6.0 §.1 2.0 
* Revised 


ability filings. This resulted largely from a 10 percent reduction (down 1,591 cases) in 
breast implant litigation one year after the transfer of more than 10,000 of these cases 
to the Eastern District of Michigan. 

Filings with the United States as defendant fell 12 percent from 39,038 to 
34,463. This decline stemmed chiefly from a 34 percent reduction in prisoner petitions 
filed by federal inmates. Motions to vacate sentence dropped 46 percent (down 5,388 
filings). From 1996 to 1997, such filings rose markedly because of the Bailey v. United 
States Supreme Court ruling, which restricted the imposition of enhanced penalties 
for using tirearms in violent crimes or drug trafficking offenses, and the 1996 Antiter 
rorism and Effective Death Penalty Act (AEDPA), which provided a one-year limita- 
tion period fur filing state habeas corpus petitions and federal motions to vacate sen 
tence. District court officials now believe that the effects of Bailey and the AEDPA are 
waning and that filings are returning to lower levels. Combined, federal and state 
prisoner petitions declined 13 percent (down 8,251 petitions) in 1998. 
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1994 
1995 
1996 
1997 
1998 


% Chg. 1998 
Over 1997 


Table 5 
U.S. District Courts 
Civil Cases Filed, by Jurisdiction, 
Fiscal Years 1994 Through 1998 


U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Federal Diversity of Local 
Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 

236,391 15,805 29,605 135,853 54,886 242 
248,335 14,130 29,028 153,489 51,448 240 
269,132 15,538 33,217 159,513 60,685 179 
272,027 20,966 39,038 156,596 55,278 149 
256,787 23,389 34,463 146,827 51,992 116 
-5.6 11.6 “11.7 -6.2 -5.9 -22.1 


Despite the overall drop in civil filings, actions with the United States as plain- 
tiff increased 12 percent from 20,966 to 23,389. This growth occurred primarily be- 
cause filings related to defaulted student loans continued to climb, jumpiag 55 percent 
to 14,043 and accounting for 60 percent of all U.S. plaintiff filings. Growth in defaulted 
student loan filings occurred in 11 of 12 circuits, with large increases reported for the 
Second Circuit, where filings increased by more than 1,400 cases in the Eastern Dis- 
trict of New York; the Sixth Circuit, where filings increased by more than 800 cases in 
the Eastern District of Michigan; the Ninth Circuit, where filings increased by more 
than 400 cases in the Central District of California and by nearly 250 cases in the 
Northern District of California; and the Fourth Circuit, where filings increased by 
more than 400 cases in the District of Maryland. U.S. Department of Justice officials 
continue to attribute these rises to intensified efforts by the U.S Department of Educa- 
tion to submit defaulted student loans for collection. 

Civil case terminations rose 5 percent, climbing from 249,641 to 262,301. The 
major reasons for this growth were significant increases in case terminations in the 
Northern District of Ohio (up more than 2,100 terminations), mostly in asbestos 
cases; the Eastern District of New York (up more than 2,000 terminations), mostly in 
defaulted student loans; the Middle District of Louisiana (up more than 1,200 termina- 
tions), mostly in oil refinery explosion cases; the Eastern District of Texas (up more 
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than 1,100 terminations), mostly in asbestos cases; and the Southern District of 
Florida (up more than |, 100 terminations), mostly in cases involving defaulted stu 
dent loans, prisoner petitions, and civil rights cases. The median time interval from 
filing to disposition for civil cases remained the same as in 1997 at eight months. 

As terminations exceeded filings, the number of civil cases pending fell 2 per- 
cent to 267,088. Large reductions in civil caseloads occurred in the Northern District 
of Ohio (down more than 2,300 cases), the Middle District of Louisiana (down | 800 
cases), and the Southern District of Florida (down nearly 700 cases). 

Tables 4 and 5 summarize key data on civil filings in the U.S. district courts. 
The C series of appendix tables provides detailed information on civil cases. 


ARBITRATION CASES 


In May 1989, Public Law 100-702 established a court-annexed arbitration pro 
gram to settle civil disputes without resorting to trial. This program provides for the 
following two types of arbitration: voluntary arbitration, whereby a court refers a 
case to arbitration with the consent of both parties; and mandatory arbitration, 
whereby a court orders arbitration for a case in which the plaintiff seeks no more than 
$150,000 in money damages. An arbitrator's decision is not binding; within 30 days 
after the decision’s release, the 
parties can file for a trial, which 
will cause the case to be treated 
as if it never went through arbi- 
tration. The first districts autho- 
rized to use mandatory and vol- 
untary arbitration were 
California-Northern, Florida- 
Middle, Michigan-Western, 
New Jersey, New York-Eastern, 
North Carolina-Middle, 
Oklahoma-Western, Pennsylva- 
nia-Eastern, Missouri- Western, 
and Texas-Western. The Judi- 
cial Conference later authorized 
10 additional districts to use 
voluntary arbitration only. 

During 1998, the eighth 
year of arbitration reporting, 
3,984 cases were referred to ar- 
bitration in 6 of the 10 original 
participating districts, a 4 percent increase (up 157 cases) over 1997. Arbitration 
cases filed represented 11 percent of total civil filings in these six courts, nearly the 
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cases referred 
to arbitration 
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same percentage they accounted for last year. Filings in the District of New Jersey and 
the Eastern District of Pennsylvania, which have made the greatest use of court-re- 
ferred arbitration since its inception, accounted for the national increase in arbitration 
case filings in 1998. Filings in the former jumped 60 percent to 1,631 (up 598 referrals), 
while filings in the latter rose 3 percent to 1,201 (up 32 referrals). Both districts’ arbi- 
tration caseloads consisted primarily of filings related to contract, personal injury, 
civil rights, and labor suits. Arbitration case filings declined in the Middle District of 
Fiorida (down 233 referrals), the Northern District of California (down 128 referrals), 
and the Western District of Oklahoma (down 111 referrals). Most of these decreases 
occurred in contract, personal injury, civil rights, and labor suits. 

For the second consecutive year, four courts—North Carolina-Middle, Texas 
Western, Michigan-Western, and Missouri-Western—reported no new arbitration 
case filings. Each now actively uses federal mediation procedures authorized for alter. 
native dispute resolution under the Civil Justice Reform Act. Mediation also involves 
litigants’ meeting with outside neutral parties (often subject matter experts) for dis- 
cussion, but differs from arbitration in that it places a greater emphasis on reaching a 
settlement rather than on providing an opinion of the likely outcome at trial. 

Supplemental Table S-12 summarizes the cases filed in 1997 and 1998 in the 10 
districts authorized to use both voluntary and mandatory arbitration. 


Quins: and Loan Filings 


The continued decline of filings of savings and loan (S&L) cases in 1998 con- 
firms that S&L filings peaked in 1992. In 1998, criminal case filings involving financial 
fraud at savings and loan (S&L) institutions dropped to 17 major cases brought 
against as many defendants by U.S. attorneys. This was a 35 percent reduction from 
the 26 defendants in major S&L cases filed in 1997. A major case is defined as one in 
which the amount of fraud or loss was $100,000 or more; the defendant was an officer, 
director, owner, or shareholder; the schemes involved multiple borrowers in the same 
institution; or other major factors were involved. The number of defendants sentenced 
fell from 46 to 21. 

Last year, the Federal Deposit and Insurance Corporation (FDIC) again reported 
low numbers of S&T filings in the U.S. Supreme Court and in the district, bankruptcy, 
federal claims, and appellate courts. According to FDIC officials, major S&L filings 
are no longer specifically tracked under their new automated reporting system because 
filings of such cases have declined sharply over the past six years. 

A total of 321 new noncriminal S&L cases were filed in the federal courts during 
1998, down 26 percent from last year. Of these filings, 153 were litigation matters (97 
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percent of which were filed in the district courts), 126 were bankruptcy matters (98 
percent of which were filed in the bankruptcy courts), 35 were appeals (97 percent of 
which were in the courts of appeals), and 7 were professional liability matters (¢ 
which 4 matters were filed in the district courts). 

Given the significant decline in criminal and noncriminal S&L case filings in 
the last six years, these cases do not have a substantial impact on the overall caseload 


of the U.S. courts. 
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Trials include proceedings resulting in verdicts by juries or in final judgments of alternative dis- 


by the courts, as well as other contested hearings at which evidence is presented. 
During 1998, the number of civil and criminal trials completed in the U.S. district 
courts dropped 5 percent as district judges completed 16,196 trials. Nine of the 12 cir- 
cuits reported decreases in total trials, with 55 district courts reporting overall de- 
clines. Seventeen districts reported reductions of 25 or more trials. The overall drop in 
trials stemmed from declines in civil nonjury and jury trials completed. An increase 
in criminal nonjury trials was nearly offset by a reduction in criminal jury trials. As a 
result, criminal trials remained essentially 
stab'e, rising less than one percent. 

In the past five years, the increased 
use of various forms of alternative dispute 
resolution programs, including media- 
tion and arbitration, appears to have re- 
duced the number ot civil cases going to 
trial. Since 1994, the total number of trials 
has decreased 9 percent (down 1,575 trials), 
with civil trials declining 11 percent and 
criminal trials falling 6 percent. Since 1994, 
civil nonjury trials have dropped 14 percent, 
while civil jury trials have declined 6 per- 
cent. During that period, criminal jury tri- 
als have decreased 8 percent, and criminal 
nonjury trials have fallen 4 percent. 

In 1998, an 8 percent decrease in civil 
trials (down more than 800 trials) accounted 
for most of the decline in total trials. Drops 
in total civil trials occurred in 9 of the 12 circuits, with reductions reported for 57 dis- 
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tricts. Civil nonjury trials dropped 8 percent to 5,224 (down 440 trials), while civil 
jury trials fell 8 percent to 4,125 (down 366 trials). Large declines in civil jury and 
nonjury trials occurred in the Second and Fitth Circuits. Nonjury trials fell by 27 in 
ihe District of Connecticut, by 24 in the Eastern District of New York, and by 88 in 
the Northern District of Texas. Jury trials fell by 33 in the Southern District of New 
York, by 20 in the District of Connecticut, and by 49 in the Southern District of 
Texas. Overall, the reduction in total civil trials was attributable mostly to the con 
tinuing increase in the number of parties settling cases before trial. 

Total criminal trials remained stable, rising less than | percent (up 33 trials) to 
6,847. Nonjury trials rose 5 percent to 3,036, with increases occurring in 8 of the 12 
circuits. Substantial growth in nonjury trials occurred in the Ninth Circuit, Sixth Cir 
cuit, and Fifth Circuit. Nonjury trials increased by 80 in the Central District of Cali 
fornia, by 16 in the Western District of Kentucky, and by 28 in the Southern District 
of Texas. Criminal jury trials fell 3 percent, with declines in the Ninth Circuit and in 
the Second Circuit. Jury trials decreased by 44 in the District of Arizona and by 14 in 
the Eastern District of New York. 

The overall decline in total trials also reflected the impact of the many other 
kinds of judicial proceedings included in the caseloads of federal judges. In 1998. 
| judges terminated 215,354 civil cases before or during pretrial proceedings, a 6 per 
cent increase over last year. In addition, judges accepted pleas {1om 46,708 felony de 
fendants, ar increase of 9 percent. Counting hearings on contested motions, restrain- 
ing orders, and picliminary injunctions, 45 percent of all trials were completed within 
a single day (up | percent). This rate has changed little over the preceding five years. 
Twenty-six percent of all trials (4,211) lasted four days or longer, down two percent. 
In 1998, a total of 65 civil trials were completed that required 20 or more days, the 
longest being a securities, commodities, and exchange case lasting 152 days. In addi- 
tion, 97 criminal trials required 20 or more days to complete, the longest being an ex- 
tortion, racketeering, and threats case lasting 116 days. Appendix Tables, C-7, C8, 
C-9, C-10, T-1, and T-2 provide additional data on civil and criminal trials. 


Filings per Authorized Judgeship 


Weighted filings per authorized judgeship account for the different amounts of 
| time judges require to resolve various types of civil and criminal actions. The current 
weighting system, which the Federal Judicial Center (FJC) developed in 1993, as- 
signs weights to civil cases and to criminal felony defendants in the US. district 
courts. Average civil cases or criminal defendants each receive a weight of approxi- 
mately 1.0; for more time-consuming cases, higher weights are assessed ‘e.g., a death 
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penalty habeas corpus case is assigned a weight of 5.99); and cases demanding rela- 
tively little time from judges receive lower weights (e.g., a defau!ted student loan case 
is assigned a weight of 0.031). 

In 1998, the total number of weighted filings (i.e., the sum of all weights as- 
signed to cases and defendants) per judgeship in the U.S. district courts was 484, 
down 4 percent from 1997. The total number of unweighted filings (i.e., the raw num- 
ber of cases and defendants in categories that receive weights) per judgeship fell 2 
percent. Despite the recent decline, weighted filings per judgeship were 16 percent 
higher in 1998 than in 1994, and the total for unweighted filings was 14 percent above 


Weighted crimi- 
nal felony de- 
fendants per 
judgeship rose 
12 percent as 


that for 1994. In 1998, the total number of weighted criminal felony defendants per criminat felony 
judgeship rose 12 percent to 157, well above the 102 unweighted felony defendants defendants in- 

per judgeship. For 1998, the total number of weigiited civil filings was 327, a decrease creased nation- 
of 10 percent from last year. Weighted criminal filiiigs were 28 percent higher in 1998 wide. 


than in 1994, and weighted civil filings 
increased 10 percent during that period. 
Appendix Table X1-A provides, by dis- 
trict, weighted and unweighted filings per 
authorized judgeship in 1998. 

This year's 12 percent increase in 
weighted criminal felony defendants per 
judgeship reflects the 13 percent rise in 
criminal felony defendants nationwide. 
As indicated by the weighting system, the 
typical criminal action makes more de- 
mands on a judge's time than does the av- 
erage civil matter. Criminal cases gener- 
ally consume more time because they re- 
quire more attention from judges and are 
more likely to go to trial (7 percent of 
criminal defendants went to trial com- 
pared to 3 percent of civil cases). In 1998, 
weighted criminal filings were higher 
than unweighted criminal filings in all of the 91 district courts whose filings receive 
weights (weights are not assigned to civil cases and criminal defendants in the Virgin 
Islands, Guam, and the Northern Mariana Islands). 

Weighted civil filings fell 10 percent during 1998, a steeper rate of decline than 
the 6 percent drop in overall civil filings. This reduction occurred primarily because of 
a 51 percent decrease in weighted civil filings in the Eastern District of Michigan, 
which saw its filings return to more typical levels in 1998 after the transfer to that dis- 
trict in 1997 of more than 10,000 personal injury /product liability cases or claims in- 
volving breast implants that previously had been filed in other districts or in state 
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courts (see discussion of these cases above under ‘Civil Filings’). Without a similar 
influx of such cases in 1998, personal injury/product liability filings in that district 
fell 56 percent to 4,582. 

In 80 of the 91 cistricts, the totals for weighted civil filings per judgeship were 
lower than the totals for unweighted civil filings. The court with the lowest ratio of 
weighted filings to unweighted filings per judgeship was the Northern District of 
Ohio (376 versus 799), which once again had more personal injury filings related to 
asbestos than did all other courts combined. Asbestos cases receive a low weight be- 
cause these cases are typically transferred to the Eastern District of Pennsylvania as 
part of Multidistrict Litigation Docket Number 875, and, therefore, require less work 
for the originating district than the usual civil case. 

The federal judiciary has employed a weighted filing system since 1946. The 
current system, which uses the same scale derived from the FJC’s previous federal 
district court time study of 1979, assigns weights only wien cases are first filed in 
district court. Thus, data on reopens, remands, appeals from magistrate judges judg- 
ments, and multidistrict litigation are not included among the totals for weighted and 
unweighted filings. 


U.S. Magistrate 
Judges 


Magistrate judges serve the federal judiciary and the public by performing di- 
verse judicial duties as assigned by district judges. Their flexibility continues to be an 
asset to courts that must manage increasing caseloads with limited judicial resources. 
Supplemental Table S-19 summarizes the magistrate judges’ workload. 

In 1998, magistrate judges performed 612,440 judicial duties, a 6 percent in- 
crease over 1997. Among these were 161,889 civil pretrial duties, including 69,517 
motions, 23,113 settlement conierences, and 40,107 other conferences. They also per- 
formed 53,396 felony pretrial duties, including 24,071 motions, 5,763 conferences, and 
1,998 evidentiary hearings. 

Magistrate judges terminated 10,339 civil cases with litigants’ consent in 1998, 
an increase of 3 percent over 1997. This use of magistrate judges to resolve civil cases, 
facilitated by nveans such as including them in a court's civil case assignment system, 
has been a key component of many courts’ efforts to make the best use of judicial re- 
sources. 
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Magistrate judges submitied 26,436 recommended dispositions in prisoner 
cases, a drop of 7 percent over 1997, as recently enacted prison litigation reform legis- 
lation continued to affect this segment of the workload. They completed 5,261 reports 
and recommendations in social security appeals, a rise of 16 percent. They disposed 
of 96,832 misdemeanor and petty offense cases, a 14 percent increase over 1997. Mag- 
istrate judges conducted 262,600 felony preliminary proceedings, 9 percent more than 
in 1997. Magistrate judges volume of detention hearings (among the lengthiest of 
felony preliminary proceedings) reached 32,948 in 1998, an increase of 14 percent. 


6 e 
Judicial Panel 
@ 6 es 
on Multidistrict 
°.°@ @ 
Litigation 

The Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation acted on 16,594 civil actions pur- 
suant to 28 U.S.C. 1407 during the 12-month period ending September 30, 1998. The 
Panel transferred 15,735 cases originally filed in 93 different district courts to 40 
transferee districts for inclusion in coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings 
with 859 actions already pending in the transferee districts. The Panel denied the 
transfer of 181 actions. This year cases involving asbestos, the Norplant contracep- 
tive, the orthopedic bone screw, and breast implants were the subjects of the Panel's 
most significant determinations. 

Since the Panel's creation in 1968, it has centralized 140,867 civil actions for 
pretrial proceedings. As of September 30, 1998, a total of 4,952 actions had been re- 
manded for trial, 279 had been reassigned within the transferee district, and 83,107 
had been terminated in the transferee court. At the end of this year, 52,529 actions 
were pending throughout 5! transferee district courts. 

Supplemental Tables S-21 and S-22 provide statistics on the number of cases 
transferred since the Panel was created and report data on the flow of cases into and 
out of the districts this year and since 1968. All statistical information on multidistrict 
litigation traffic in the federal courts is maintained by the Clerk's Office of the Judi- 


cial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation. Information on specific cases or districts may 
be obtained from that office. 
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Criminal 
Justice Act 
Representations 


In 1998, a total of 101,133 appointments of counsel were made under the 
Criminal Justice Act (CJA), an increase of 12 percent over 1997. The CJA provides 
funding for the representation of individuals with limited financial resources in fed 
eral criminal proceedings. In each district, a plan exists for providing such repre 
sentation either by private panel attorneys or by federal public or community de 
fender offices. 

This year, representations closed by the 63 federal or traditional community 


defender organizations (including representation in appeals, habeas corpus, revoca- 
tion, and criminal matters) rose 10 percent to 57,554. Appointments of private attor- 


neys increased 15 perceni to 43,579. The increases in the numbers for representa- 
tions and counsel are consistent with the increases in both the numbers of defen- 
dants in cases disposed of and the numbers of defendants who appealed the deci- 
sions of district courts. Although representations for all defendants rose in districts 
across the nation, more than half of the growth consisted of representations in dis- 
tricts along the southwestern border of the United States, where most of the in- 
creases in criminal filings occurred. 

Supplemental Table S-23 provides a summary of federal defender appoint- 
ments under the CJA for the last five years. Appendix Table K-1 presents informa- 
tion on the representations each federal public and community defender organiza- 
tion provided during 1998. 


U.S. Bankruptcy 
Courts 


Reaching another all-time high, filings in the U.S. bankruptcy courts rose 5 
percent to 1,436,964. Once again, this year’s record number of bankruptcy filings 
most likely was linked to the continued high level of consumer debt as a percentage 
of personal income. The rate of growth, however, slowed significantly. Last year, 93 
of the 94 districts recorded increased filings, whereas this year 76 districts reported 
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higher numbers. Also, last year 82 districts experienced rises greater than 15 percent, 
whereas this year 9 districts reported such growth. The largest numerical increases 
this year occurred in the Central District of California (up 4,862 cases), the District 
of Maryland (up 4,515 cases), and the District of New Jersey (up 4,475 cases). Tables 
6 and 7 contain national data on bankruptcy cases. Detailed data on filings, termina- 
tions, and pending bankruptcy cases by district appear in Appendix Tables F and F-2. 

Although the growth this year was relatively modest, filings have soared 72 per- 
cent since 1994. Filings of petitions under chapters 7 and 13 jumped 79 percent and 61 
percent, respectively, during this period, although filings under chapters 11 and 12 
dropped 45 percent and 6 percent, respectively. Since 1994, nonbusiness filings have 
increased 77 percent, and business filings have declined 13 percent. During that pe- 
riod, terminations of bankruptcy petitions increased 58 percent, while 25 percent 
more bankruptcy cases were pending on September 30, 1998, than on the same date 
in 1994. 

A 6 percent rise in nonbusiness petitions caused this year's growth. Nonbusi- 
ness filings have constituted an increasingly larger percentage of overall bankruptcy 
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Table 6 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 
Bankruptcy Code Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
Fiscal Years 1994 Through 1998 


Filed _ 

Year Total Nonbusiness Business Terminated Pending 
1994 ~—Ss 837,797 783,372 $4,425 —=—-869,771 1,110,428 
1995 883,457 832,415 $1,042 892,796 1,086,453 
1996 1,111,964 1,058,444 53,520 1,005,025 1,189,213 
1997 1,367,364 1,313,112 $4,252 1,223,967 1,326,136" 
1998 1,436,964 1,389,839 47,125 1,377,206 1,385,894 
% Chg. 

1998 Over 5.1 5.8 13.1 12.5 45 
1997 


Note: Bankruptcy Act case data are available separately 
* Revised 


filings for more than a decade, climbing from 82 percent in 1984 to 97 percent in 1998. 
Business filings, which accounted for 3 percent of all filings this year, dropped 13 per- 
cent in 1998 to their lowest level since 1981. 

The overall growth in bankruptcy filings this year stemmed from a 7 percent 
rise in chapter 7 cases and a | percent increase in chapter 13 cases. Because business 
filings under these chapters fell, the overall growth was due entirely to increases in 
nonbusiness petitions, which rose 8 percent under chapter 7 and 2 percent under 
chapter 13. Under chapter 7, which accounted for 71 percent of all bankruptcy filings 
this year, individuals or businesses are allowed to retain certain exempt property 
while their remaining property is sold to repay creditors. Under chapter 13, which ac- 
counted for 28 percent of all bankruptcy filings, creditors may be repaid. in full or in 
part, in installments over a three- to five-year period. 

Filings of petitions under chapter |1 dropped 22 percent this year. Business and 
nonbusiness petitions both declined 22 percent. This reduction most likely resulted 
from the combined effects of an improved business environment with fewer finan- 
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cially troubled businesses and the Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1994, which raised the 
debt limits for filing under chapter 13 and allowed petitioners a more favorable alter 
native to filing under chapter 11. Chapter 11, which accounted for 0.6 percent of all 
bankruptcy filings this year, normally is used to allow businesses to continue opera 
tions while they formulate plans to repay their creditors, although individuals also 
may file under this chapter. 

Filings under chapter 12 fell 9 percent. Chapter 12, which accounted for less 
than 0.1 percent of all bankruptcy filings, addresses the needs of financially dis 
tressed family farmers. 

Terminations of bankruptcy petitions increased 13 percent to 1,377,206 this 
year, Pending bankruptcy cases rose 5 percent to a total of 1,385,894 cases pending 
as of September 30, 1998. 

Filings of adversary proceedings climbed 18 percent to 86,588 in 1998. This in 
crease primarily stemmed from adversary proceedings arising from a single bank 
ruptcy case in the Northern District of New York, where more than 12,000 associated 
actions were filed. Although 42 districts experienced growth in adversary proceed 


Table 7 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 
Filings by Chapter of the Bankruptcy Code 
Fiscal Years 1994 Through 1998 
Chapter : -_ 
Year Total 7 1 12 13. = Other 
1994 837,797 571,971 15,920 931 248,942 33 
1995 883,457 598,250 12,639 883 271,650 35 
1996 1,111,964 761,652 12,554 1,096 336,615 47 
1997 1,367,364 958,045 11,221 966 397,097 35 
1998 1,436,964 1,026,134 8,765 879 401,151 35 
% Chg. 
1998 Over 
1997 5.1 7.1 -21.9 -9.0 1.0 0 
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ings, 51 showed decreases. In 10 districts, adversary proceedings jumped 40 percent 
or more, Adversary proceedings arise from bankruptcy cases and include actions to 
object to or revoke discharges, actions to determine the dischargeability of debts, and 
actions to obtain injunctions or other equitable relief. The number of adversary pro 
ceedings terminated fell | percent to 78,932, and adversary cases pending increased 
8 percent to 86,229 as of September 30, 1998. Data on adversary proceedings by dis 
trict appear in Appendix Table F-8. 


Probation 


On September 30, 1998, the total number of persons under supervision was 
93,737, a 3 percent increase over the number reported for September 30, 1997. Per 
sons serving terms of supervised release following their release from prison rose 7 
percent as persons sentenced under the Sentencing Commission's guidelines ac- 
counted for a larger portion of persons under supervision than in previous years. The 
number of persons received for supervision (including transfers) fell | percent to 
45,586. 

The total number of persons under supervision rose 5 percent between 1994 
and 1998. The number of persons received for supervision in 1998 was | percent less 
than the number received in 1994, but this annual total underwent much fluctuation 
during the last five years, decreasing in 1994 and 1995, rising in 1996, and falling in 
1997 and 1998. 

Persons serving terms of supervised release totaled 54,819, up from 51,036 on 
September 30, 1997. Overall, persons serving terms of supervised release constituted 
58 percent of all persons under supervision, compared to 56 percent one year earlier. 
Cases involving probation imposed by district judges declined 3 percent, and those 
involving probation imposed by magistrate judges grew 3 percent. Given the con- 
tinuing reduction in cases under the responsibility of the Parole Commission, parole 
cases fell 13 percent, and those involving mandatory release dropped 16 percent. 

The number of persons received for terms of supervised release and for prob. 
tion imposed by magistrate judges increased 3 percent. The number of persons re- 
ceived for all other forms of supervision fell 9 percent. Detailed probation data ap- 
pear in Table 8 and in the E series of the appendix tables. 

Although the number of illegal aliens entering the probation system in recent 
years has increased, this growth has not led to a corresponding increase in persons 
received for supervision. Illegal aliens are usually placed in inactive supervision sta- 
tus and deported rather than made to serve terms of supervised release. 
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Table 8 
Persons Under Supervision of the Federal Probation System 
Fiscal Years 1994 Through 1998 


Received Removed 

Persons Under 

Total Less Total Less Supervision on 

Year Total Transfers Total Transfers September 30 
1994 46,273 39,820 44,864 38,231 89,103 
1995 45,163 38,745 45,041 38,879 85,822 
1996 48 367 41,877 45,804 39,380 88 966 
1997 46,190 40.117 44,757 39,024 91,434 
1998 45,586 39,925 43,903 38,897 93,737 
% Chg. 1998 -1.3 -.§ 1.9 -3 2.5 


Over 1997 


Note: The decrease in persons under supervision in 1995 resulted from a review of the probation statistical data 
base, which identified and closed case records that had been coded incorrectly. 


The number of persons on inactive supervision status grew to 24,564. (The E 
series of tables in the appendix does not include data on persons on inactive supervi- 
sion status.) About 50 percent of persons on inactive supervision status probably are 
illegal aliens who were deported, a conclusion reinforced by the relatively small num- 
ber of persons under supervision for immigration offenses. Persons under supervi- 
sion for immigration offenses declined 4 percent in 1998. 


INVESTIGATIVE REPORTS 

Probation officers prepared 186,776 investigative reports in 1998, a rise of 8 per- 
cent over last year. The largest increases occurred for presentence reports (up 5.620 
reports), which are prepared for sentencing hearings; these grew 11 percent as the 
number of persons convicted and sentenced rose 8 percent. Increases also occurred for 
collateral reports (up 4,500 reports) and pre-release investigations for federal institu- 
tions (up 2,878 reports). Pre-transfer reports decreased 5 percent, and parole revoca- 
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Table 9 
Investigative Reports by Probation Officers 
Fiscal Years 1997 and 1998 
Percent 

Type of Investigation 1997 1998 Change 

Total 172,806 186,776 8.1 
Presentence Report* 52,174 57,794 10.8 
Collateral Report for Another District 34,961 39,461 12.9 
Pretransfer 6,088 5,773 -§.2 
Alleged Violation 29,847 29,701 -0.5 
Pre-Release for a Federal Institution 18,362 20,524 11.8 
Special Regarding a Prisoner in Confinement 6,545 6,686 2.2 
Furlough/Work-Release 

Report for Bureau of Prisons Institutions 5,151 5,463 6.1 
Supervision Report 18,477 20,355 10.2 
Parole Revocation 1,201 1,019 -1$.2 
*Presentence report includes postsentence-for-institution investigations 


tion reports dropped 15 percent. Table 9 presents data for 1997 and 1998 on investiga- 
tive reports by probation officers. 


Burstance Abuse Identification and Treatment Services 


Federal offenders may receive substance abuse treatment services either from lo- 
cal service providers under contract to probation offices or directly from probation of- 
fices that can provide these services. The percentage of offenders receiving contract 
services for drug and alcohol dependency rose to 65 percent in 1998, up from 60 per- 
cent in 1997. Thirty-five percent of all offenders receiving substance abuse treatment 
services obtained them directly from probation offices. Sixty-six percent of the drug- 
dependent clients and 55 percent of the alcohol-dependent clients received services 
from providers under contract. 
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Supplemental Table S-16 indicates that the number of alcohol- and drug-depen 
dent offenders rose 2 percent to 24,168 in 1998. The number of drug-dependent 
offenders increased 5 percent to 21,830; the number of alcohol-dependent offenders 
declined 19 percent to 2,338. 


Pretrial Services 


In 1998, the number of defendants in cases activated in the pretrial services sys- 
tem increased 13 percent (up 9,320) to 78,603. This growth was consistent with the 
growth in criminal filings in the district courts. Because pretrial services officers 
(PSOs) collected, verified, and reported information on more defendants, the number 
of interviews, bail hearings, bail reporis, defendants supervised, and defendants de- 
tained also rose. Judicial officers use the reports to decide whether to release or detain 
defendants and to determine the least restrictive release conditions that offer reason- 
able assurance that defendants will honor future court commitments and will not en- 
danger community safety. 

Pretrial case activations have 


The 13 percent 
rise in pretrial 
services cases ac- 
tivated increased 
judicial officers’ 
workloads by 
raising the num- 
bers of bail re- 
view hearings, 
detention hear- 
ings, and viola- 
tion hearings. 


risen each year since 1994, and this 
year's total is 40 percent higher than 
that for 1994. During this period, the 
number of pretrial reports prepared 
jumped 41 percent, the number of per- 
sons interviewed climbed 40 percent, 
and the number of defendants released 
on supervision grew 22 percent. The 
increase in defendants released on su- 
pervision was relatively smaller be- 
cause of the large number of defen- 
dants charged with offenses related to 
immigration, who typically are de- 
tained because they pose a high risk of 
flight. 

In 1998, PSOs interviewed 
59,074 defendants (up 10 percent) and 
prepared 75,760 pretrial reports (up 14 
percent). Prebail reports constituted 92 
percent of the pretrial reports prepared. The remaining reports were provided to the 
courts for other hearings in which pretrial services release was at issue, including 
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Table 10 
Summary of Pretrial Cases 
Fiscal Years 1997 and 1998 
Percent 
1997 1998 Change 
Pretrial Cases Activated 69,283 78,603 13.5 
Pretrial Diversion Cases Activated 2,402 2,968 23.6 
Released on Supervision 26,879* 29,974 11.5 
Type of Report 
Prebail 60,892 69,844 14.7 
Postbail 3,939 4,424 12.3 
Other 1,639 1,492 -9.0 
No Report 2,813 2,843 1.1 
* Revised. 


hearings held for conviction and sentencing. Table 10 presents data on pretrial services 
cases and reports for this year. 

The rise in cases activated also increased the work of judicial officers as bail re- 
view hearings grew 26 percent to 18,948, detention hearings grew 17 percent to 38,429, 
and violation hearings grew 9 percent to 3,393. The courts detained 37 percent (28,800) 
of activated defendants following detention hearings, three percentage points more 
than in 1997. This year, detention was ordered for 76 percent of defendants for whom 
detention hearings took place, three percentage points more than last year. Risk of 
flight was the primary reason cited for 90 percent of defendants detained, the same as 
in 1997. 

The courts released 49 percent (36,032) of activated defendants. This overall 49 
percent release rate was two percentage points lower than the rate for 1997. This de- 
cline is consistent with the increase in district courts’ caseloads involving drugs and 
immigration, because defendants charged with such offenses are more likely to be de- 
tained. Of those released, 29,974 defendants (83 percent) were placed in the custody of 
PSOs, and 31,116 defendants (86 percent) were released with restrictive conditions. 
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For persons under supervision, the PSOs monitored compliance with the release con- 
ditions set by the courts, provided necessary support services, and informed the 
courts and U.S. attorneys of all apparent violations of release conditions. 

The most frequently ordered restrictive conditions involved substance abuse 
testing and treatment and were imposed on 21 percent (16,697) of activated defen- 
dants, two percentage points more than last year. House arrest and electronic moni- 
toring, which are less expensive alternatives to detention, were other restrictive condi- 
tions ordered for 6 percent (5,063) of activated defendants, the same percentage as 
last year. A defendant in the house arrest program must remain in his or her residence 
between specific hours. To ensure that this requirement is honored, some defendants 
must wear ankle bracelets that are electronically monitored by a monitoring center. If 
a defendant violates the coinfinement condition, the center is notified automatically, 
and its staff in turn notifies the supervising officers. 

Pretrial diversion is another program intended to preserve prosecutorial and ju- 
dicial resources for more serious criminal matters. Diversion is a period of supervi- 
sion proposed by the U.S. attorney and agreed to by the defendant as an alternative to 
prosecution of criminal charges in federal court. In 1998, a total of 2,968 defendants 
were placed in the pretrial diversion program, equaling approximately 4 percent of ac- 
tivated cases, one percentage point more than in 1997. 

Pretrial services statistics appear in the H series of the appendix tables. 


Complaints 
Against Judicial 
Officers 


Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. 372(c), any person alleging that a circuit judge, a 
district judge, a bankruptcy judge, or a magistrate judge has engaged in conduct 
prejudicial to the effective and expeditious administration of the business of the 
courts, or alleging that such an officer cannot discharge all the duties of the office be- 
cause of physical or mental disability, may file a complaint with the clerk of the court 
of appeals for that circuit or of the applicable national court. 

The number of judicial complaints filed in 1998 totaled 1,051. This larger-than- 
norm" »:...o¢r of complaints filed may be attributable to the increased use of the 
Irs» ©. ad fax-on-demand services, which publicized information on procedures to 
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Restrictive condi- 
tions involving 
substance abuse 
testing and treat- 
ment were im- 
posed on 21 per- 
cent of defen- 
dants. 


Table 11 
Judicial Complaints Filed, Concluded, and Pending 
1996* 1997°* 1998 
Filed 529 679 1,051 
Concluded 610 486 1,002 
By Chief Judges 361 273 742 
Dismissed 351 266 734 
Corrective Action Taken 3 2 3 
Withdrawn 7 5 5 
By Judicial Councils 249 213 260 
After Review of Chief Judge’s Dismissal’ 

Dismissed 248 212 256 
Action Taken ~ _ _ 
Referred to Judicial Conference ~ _ - 

After Report by Investigative Committee 
Dismissed 1 _ 2 
Action Taken = 1 2 
Referred to Judicial Conference -- ~ — 
Pending 21 214 263 

‘Petition for review of a chief judge’s dismissal of a complaint. 
*Revised. 


file complaints and made it easier for dissatisfied litigants to organize mass filings of 
complaints against particular judicial officers. Table 11 summarizes judicial com- 
plaints activity from 1996 through 1998. 

A single complaint may involve multiple allegations against numerous judicial 
officers. This year, the allegations cited most often were prejudice/bias, abuse of judi- 
cial power, and “other.” Over one-half of all complaints were filed in the Third, Ninth, 
and Eleventh Circuits, all of which faced campaigns of mass complaint filings. 

In 1998, a total of 1,002 complaints were terminated. Chief judges terminated 
742 of these complaints. Seventy two percent of the complaints terminated by chief 
judges were found to be outside the jurisdiction of Title 28 U.S.C. 372(c) because they 
were directly related to the merits of the decisions or procedural rulings rendered by 
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the judges named in the complaints. Of the remaining 260 complaints, judicial coun- 
cils terminated 256 following receipt of petitions for review of chief judges’ dismissal. 
The remaining four complaints were investigated by special investigating commit- 
tees, which resulted in two sanctions orders and two dismissals by judicial councils 
under 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(6). 

This year, the Judicial Conference Committee to Review Circuit Council Con- 
duct and Disability Orders, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(10), ruled on seven related 
petitions for review, © ll arising out of a judicial conduct complaint proceeding in the 
Fifth Circuit. On December 31, 1997, the Judicial Council of the Fifth Circuit, follow- 
ing receipt of the report of a special investigating committee, issued an order impos- 
ing sanctions against a district judge because of the judge's “intemperate, abusive 
and intimidating treatment of lawyers, fellow judges, and others.” The judicial council 
ordered under 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(6)(B)(vi) that the judge receive a public reprimand, or- 
dered under 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(6)(B)(iv) that no new cases be assigned to the judge for 
a period of one year, and ordered under 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(6)(B)(vii) that the judge not 
participate for three years in certain defined cases involving certain listed attorneys. 

On September 18, 1998, the Judicial Conference Committee to Review Circuit 
Council Conduct and Disability Orders, ruling on seven petitions for review brought 
by the district judge from the order of the Judicial Council of the Fifth Circuit, sub- 
stantially affirmed the order. The only change the committee made was to modify the 
judicial council's order such that no new cases are to be assigned to the judge for a pe- 
riod of one year “unless and until the Council finds that [the judge's] conduct indi- 
cates that he has seized the opportunity for self-appraisal and deep reflection in good 
faith and that he has made substantial progress toward improving his conduct.” 

Because complaint filings outnumbered terminations, 263 judicial complaints 
remained pending on September 30, 1998. 


Eighty-six senior 


appellate judges 
and 276 senior 


Status of Article III 
Judgeships 


district judges 
were serving the 

On September 30, 1998, a total of 17 vacancies existed among the 179 judge- 
ships authorized for the U.S. courts of appeals, a decline of 29 percent from the previ- 
ous year's total. One of those vacancies was in a position created on December |, 
1990, by the Federal Judgeship Act of 1990. That vacancy, along with 11 others, has 
existed for more than 18 months. Table 12 provides information on the status of 
judgeship positions since 1994. 


judiciary on Sep- 
tember 30, 1998. 
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Table 12 


Status of Judgeship Positions 
1994 Through 1998 ' 

U.S. Courts of Appeals ? U.S. District Courts ee 
Year Judgeships Vacancies Judges?  Judgeships Vacancies Judges ‘ 
1994 179 18 81 649 60 ~—s-228 
1995 179 11 81 649 46 255 
1996 179 18 82 647 44 274 
1997 179 24 87 647 69 278 
1998 179 17 86 646 55 276 


‘Data are as of September 30. 

? Positions in the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit are included. 
* Sitting senior judges who participated in appeals dispositions. 
“Senior judges with staff. 


On September 30, 1998, in the U.S. district courts, 55 vacancies existed among 
the 646 positions authorized, a drop of 20 percent from the total reported one year ear- 
lier. Of these vacancies, 24 have existed for at least 18 months; a total of 21 positions 
had been vacant that long as of September 30, 1997. The two positions created by the 
Federal Judgeship Act of 1990 that had remained vacant as of September 30, 1997, 
were filled during 1998. The number of authorized district judgeships fell by one with 
the loss of a temporary judgeship in the Eastern District of Pennsylvania that had 
been created by the Federal Judgeship Act of 1990. 

In addition to active judges, 86 senior appellate judges and 276 senior district 
judges were serving the judiciary on September 30, 1998. 
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Table 13 
Status of Bankruptcy Judgeship Positions 


Authorized Recalled 
Year Judgeships Vacancies Judges 
1994 326 12 22 
1995 326 11 23 
1996 326 13 23 
1997 326 13 22 
1998 326 11 25 


Status of Bankruptcy 
Judge Appointments 


On September 30, 1998, a total of 326 bankruptcy judgeships were authorized 
and funded. Of that number, 315 bankruptcy judgeships were filled and 11 were va- 
cant. In addition to these positions, 25 recalled bankruptcy judges were providing ser- 
vice to the judiciary on September 30, 1998. Table 13 summarizes the status of bank- 
ruptcy judgeship positions through September 30, 1998. 


Appointment of 
Magistrate Judges 


During fiscal year 1998, a total of 72 full-time magistrate judges were ap- 
pointed, 44 of them by reappointment. Of the 28 new appointments, 10 were for new 
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Table 14 
U.S. Magistrate Judge Positions 
Authorized by the Judicial Conference 
1994 Through 1998 
Combi- 
Year Total Full- Time Part- Time nation 
1994 = Spring 492 396 92 4 
Fall 494 406 85 3 
1995 = Spring 498 413 82 3 
Fall 497 416 78 3 
1996 = Spring 496 416 77 3 
Fall 502 422 77 3 
1997 = Spring 508 429 76 3 
Fall 510 432 75 3 
1998 = Spring 510 436 71 3 
Fall 512 440 69 3 


positions. During the same period, 14 individuals were appointed to part-time niagis 
trate judge positions, 7 of them by reappointment. Of the seven new appointments, 
one was to a new position. 

In 1998, the average age of new appointees to full-time magistrate judge 
positions was 47; the average age of new appointees to part-time magistrate 
judge positions was 42. New full-time appointees had been members of the 
bar for an average of 19 years at the time of appointment; part-time magistrate 
judges averaged 15 years of bar membership. Of the new full-time magistrate judges, 
13 had been in private practice, 6 had been assistant U.S. attorneys, and 2 had been 
State superior court judges. Other new appointees included a part-time U.S. magis- 
trate judge, a state district judge. a federal public defender, an assistant federal public 
defender, a law clerk, an assistant U.S. trustee, and an assistant general counsel. 

Through its September 1998 session, the Judicial Conference has authorized 
440 new full-time magistrate judge positions, 69 part-time positions, and 3 combina- 
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tion positions. This year, 15 retired magistrate judges served on a recalled basis pur 
suant to Title 28 U.S.C. 630(h). Table 14 provides a summary of the number of magis 
trate judge positions authorized by the Judicial Conference since 1994. 


U.S. Court of 
International Trade 


The jurisdiction of the U.S. Court of International Trade extends throughout the 
United States. The majority of cases this court hears address the classification and 
valuation of imported merchandise, customs duties, and alleged unfair import prac 
tices by trading partners. During 1998, a total of 3,575 cases were filed in the U.S. 
Court of International Trade, an increase of 57 percent. Filings soared because of 
1,300 new cases seeking refunds after the U.S. Supreme Court ruled in United States 
Shoe Corp. v. The United States that the Harbor Maintenance Tax was unconstitu- 
tional. 

Because new filings outnumbered terminations, pending cases rose 38 percent 
to 9,635 cases on September 30, 1998. Appendix Table G-1 provides a summary of 
cases filed and terminated during 1997 and 1998. 


U.S. Court of 
Federal Claims 


During 1998, total case filings in the U.S. Court of Federal Claims rose 18 per: 
cent from 935 to 1,105. The most significant increases occurred in claims involving 
property taken, taxes, and vaccinations. New cases alleging unconstitutional seizure 
of property without compensation jumped 64 percent to 186 in response to federal re- 
strictions on cigarette sales to minors through vending machines. Tax filings grew 19 
percent to 313. Vaccine injury compensation filings rose 16 percent to 124. The 1,179 
case terminations outnumbered filings, which helped reduce the pending caseload 3 
percent from 2,944 on October 1, 1997, to 2,870 one year later. 

For actions terminated in 1998, judgments rendered for claimants totaled $1.7 
billion, of which $1.4 billion carried interest. The high amount rendered for plaintiffs 
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cases were filed 
seeking refunds. 
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Federal restric- 
tions on cigarette 
sales to minors 
through vending 
machines led to a 
64 percent jump 
in new cases al- 
leging unconsti- 
tutional seizure 
of property with- 
out compensa- 
tion. 


and petitioners this year resulted from the resolution of a large number of property 


taken cases filed in previous years. Judgments rendered for the United States on coun- 


terclaims or offsets totalled $822,000. In nonmonetary actions under its jurisdiction, 
the court disposed of 37 contract cases seeking injunctive or declaratory relief, 9 more 
than last year. This growth occurred because in 1997 Congress expanded the court's 
jurisdiction to include procurement cases in which disappointed bidders for federal 
contracts file post-award actions. Previously, all federal post-award actions were re- 
viewed by 5. district courts, and the Court of Federal Claims reviewed only 
those actions brought before contracts were awarded. 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 791 (c), each January the clerk of the court transmits to 
the U.S. Congress a report of the business of the court, which notes the names of the 
claimants, the nature of the claims, and their dispositions. Appendix Tables G-2A and 
G-2B provide summary data on the caseload of the Court of Federal Claims for the 
year ending September 30, 1998. 
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Supplemental Tables 


Judicial Business 
of the United States Courts 


1998 Report of the Director 


Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Table S-1. 
U.S. Courts of Appeais—Appeals Terminated on the Merits After Oral Hearings or Submission on Briefs 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


ts :, 1 ’ 


, After Oral Hearing Atter Submission on Briets r 
Percent Percent 

—S Total of Totel_|_En Banc Panel rots) __|__o Ye’ __|_SnSene | ____Penel 
TOTAL 24,910 10,215 41.0 65 10,150 14,695 59.0 18 14,677 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 633 339 53 6 3 336 294 46.4 2 292 
FIRST 740 429 58.0 3 426 311 42.0 . 311 
SECOND 1,721 1,168 67.9 2 1,166 553 32.1 . 553 
THIRD 1,740 507 29.1 4 503 1,233 70.9 - 1,233 
FOURTH 2,569 658 25.6 17 641 1,911 74.4 2 1,909 
FIFTH 3,552 1,354 38.1 7 1,347 2,198 61.9 2 2,196 
N SIXTH 1,943 996 51.3 6 990 947 48.7 . 947 
SEVENTH 1,415 839 59.3 1 838 576 40.7 . 576 
EIGHTH 1,856 792 42.7 2 790 1,064 57.3 1 1,063 
NINTH 4,337 1,624 37.4 13 1,611 2,713 62.6 9 2,704 
TENTH 1,576 551 35.0 2 549 1,025 65.0 1 1,024 
ELEVENTH 2,828 958 33.9 5 953 1,870 66.1 1 1,869 


NOTE: THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
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Table S-2. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals—Total Case Participations in Cases Terminated on the Merits 
After Oral Hearings or Submission on Briefs 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Case Participations by 


Resident Active | Resident Senior : 
Circuit Judges Circuit Judges _ Visiting Judges = |S Percent by 
| Senior and 
Circuit Total Number Percent Number Percent Number | Percent Visiting Judges — 

TOTAL 75,660 58,373 77.2 12,245 16.2 §,042 6.7 22.8 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,939 1,910 98.5 26 1.3 3 2 1.5 
FIRST 2,231 1,532 68.7 505 22.6 194 8.7 31.3 
SECOND 5,179 2,598 50.2 1,298 25.1 1,283 24.8 49.8 
THIRD 5,260 4,050 77.0 586 11.1 624 11.9 23.0 
FOURTH 7,866 6,351 80.7 1,134 14.4 381 4.8 19.3 
FIFTH 10,775 9,303 86.3 1,303 12.1 169 1.6 13.7 
SIXTH 5,901 4,482 76.0 912 15.5 507 8.6 24.0 
SEVENTH 4,218 3,445 81.7 765 18.1 8 2 18.3 
EIGHTH 5,592 4,598 82.2 654 11.7 340 6.1 17.8 
NINTH 13,406 9,276 69.2 3,220 24.0 910 6.8 30.8 
TENTH 4,755 3,857 81.1 759 16.0 139 2.9 18.9 
ELEVENTH 8,538 6,971 81.6 1,083 12.7 484 5.7 18.4 


NOTE: DUE TO ROUNDING, PERCENTS MAY NOT ADD UP TO 100.0. NOTE: THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE US COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
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Table S-3. 

U.S Courts of Appeais—Types of Opinions or Orders Filed in Cases Terminated 
on the Merits After Oral Hearings or Submission on Briefs 

During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Written, Reasoned, | Written, Unsigned, | 
Written, Signed* Unsigned’ Without Comment 
| + err pari Percent 
Circuit Total Oral Published | Unpublished | Published | Unpublished | Published | Unpublished| Unpublished 

TOTAL 24,910 82 5,770 3,578 467 13,319 10 1,684 74.9 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 633 . 252 1 22 357 . 1 56.7 
FIRST 740 . 356 25 14 345 . . 50.0 
SECOND 1,721 . 430 1,207 84 . . - 70.1 
THIRD 1,740 - 246 720 7 195 1 571 85.4 
FOURTH 2,569 . 234 103 8 2,224 . . 90.6 
= ~~ OFIFTH 3,552 : 943 116 87 2,330 : 76 71.0 
SIXTH 1,943 82 389 278 10 1,184 . - 79.5 
SEVENTH 1,415 . 703 7 13 656 . 36 49.4 
EIGHTH 1,856 . 720 8 58 698 - 372 58.1 
NINTH 4,337 . 682 7 19 3,483 9 137 83.6 
TENTH 1,576 - 424 1,085 12 55 - - 72.3 
ELEVENTH 2,828 - 391 21 133 1,792 . 491 81.5 


NOTE: THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 
* INCLUDES ONLY THOSE OPINIONS AND ORDERS THAT EXPOUND ON THE LAW AS APPLIED TO THE FACTS OF EACH CASE AND THAT DETAIL THE JUDICIAL REASONS UPON WHICH THE JUDGMENT IS BASED 
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Table S-4. 
U.S. Courts of Appeais—Sources of Pro Se Appeals for 
Fiscal Years 1997 and 1998 


1997 1998 Percent Change 

for Pro Se 

Source Total | Pro Se Total | Pro Se 1998/1997 
Total 52,319 21,747 53,805 22,992 5.7 

U.S. District Courts 

Criminal 10,521 1,034 10,535 1,020 -1.4 
Civil - Total 35,414 19,171 37,522 20,400 6.4 
Prisoner Petitions 16,188 14,225 17,422 15,084 6.0 
U.S. Civil 3,803 1,361 4,292 1,485 9.1 
Private Civil 15,423 3,585 15,808 3,831 6.9 
Bankruptcy Court 1,158 323 1,203 366 13.3 
Administrative Agency 4,412 808 3,793 885 9.5 
Original Proceedings 814 411 752 321 -21.9 


NOTE: THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 


Table S-5. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Under Submission More Than Three Months 
on September 30, 1997 and 1998 


1998 
iy 12 Months 
Circuit 1997 Total Total 3-5 Months 6-8Months | 9-11 Months or More 

Total 815 817 444 195 84 94 
Federal 54 41 15 11 5 10 
District of Columbia 0 6 4 1 0 1 
First 23 20 19 1 0 0 
Second 83 95 55 26 8 6 
Third 29 36 28 3 2 3 
wn Fourth 95 85 33 17 11 24 
Fifth 29 32 13 10 6 3 
Sixth 74 75 48 16 6 5 
Seventh 108 56 31 17 5 3 
Eighth 48 42 27 12 3 0 
Ninth 119 119 65 29 13 12 
Tenth 36 75 32 34 7 2 
Eleventh 117 135 74 18 18 25 


Table S-6. 
U.S. Courts of Appeais—Criminal Appeals Filed Under the Sentencing Guidelines 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1994 Through 1998 


1 


Criminal Appeals by Type 


Total Criminal; Nonguidelines Guidelines Sentence and 
aes Year ae Sere | Appeals Filed | = Appeals | Appeals Sentence Conviction Conviction Other" 

1994 10,674 1,447 9,227 2,581 4,781 1,325 540 
1995 10,162 1,431 8,731 2,496 4,517 1,066 652 
1996 10,889 1,571 9,318 2,551 4,963 1,207 597 
1997 10,521 1,421 9,100 2,585 4,799 1,400 316 
1998 10,535 1,592 8,943 2,493 4,996 1,258 196 

m Percent Change 0.1 12.0 “1.7 -3.6 4.1 -10.1 -38.0 

- 1998 Over 1997 


NOTE: THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
* INCLUDES CASES THAT HAVE BEEN APPEALED UNDER THE SENTENCING GUIDELINES, BUT FOR WHICH THE APPROPRIATE TYPE OF APPEAL WAS NOT IDENTIFIED AT THE TIME OF FILING 


Table S-7. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Filed, by Origin, 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1994 Through 1998 


Removals Remands | Appeals From 

From From Courts Magistrate 
Year Total Filings | Original Filings State Courts of Appeals Reopens Transfers* Judgments 
1994 236,391 186,775 29,988 830 8,059 10,672 67 
1995 248,335 190,731 39,901 796 7,727 9,068 112 
1996 269,132 204,409 40,593 875 8,262 14,860 133 
1997 272,027 209,124 30,715 794 8,940 22,233 221 
1998 256,787 199,197 31,543 943 10,123 14,898 83 
Percent Change 
1998/1997 -5.6 4.7 2.7 18.8 13.2 -33.0 62.4 


* INCLUDES TRANSFERS UNDER TITLE 28 U.S.C. 1407 
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Table S-8. 
U.S. District Courts—Recovery of Overpayments and Enforcement of Judgment Cases Filed 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Student Veterans’ 
Circuit and District Total Med Loans Benefits Other 
TOTAL 14,577 131 14,080 79 287 
Dc 543 13 526 . 4 
1ST 238 5 217 5 1 
ME 27 4 23 . . 
MA 127 : 119 1 7 
NH 19 17 2 
RI 18 13 3 2 
PR 47 1 45 1 
2ND 2,478 15 2,418 . 45 
v4 CT 61 1 53 7 
NY,N 99 6 BS 4 
NY.E 2,067 6 2,052 9 
NYS 152 2 133 17 
NY.W 90 . 86 4 
VT 9 9 . 
3RD 551 6 528 ° 17 
DE 19 14 5 
NJ 214 3 207 4 
PAE 145 2 140 3 
PA.M 58 56 2 
PAW 110 1 106 3 
VI 5 5 
4TH 1,070 b 1,036 3 25 
MD 422 2 409 11 
NCE 139 1 136 1 1 
NC.M 84 2 81 1 
NC,W 29 . 26 2 1 
SC 201 1 196 4 
VA.E 137 133 4 
VA,W 30 28 2 
WV.N 23 23 


Table S-8. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Student Veterans’ 
Circuit and District Total Medicare Loans Benefits Other 

5TH 1,194 13 1,158 2 21 
LAE 124 : 123 : 1 
LA,M 30 1 28 1 
LA,W 100 . 98 2 
MS,N 25 1 24 , : 
MS,S 129 1 124 1 3 
TX,N 205 4 191 . 9 
TX,E 66 . b5 . 1 
TX,S 318 3 312 1 2 
TX,W 197 2 193 , 2 

6TH 2,405 4 2,377 1 13 
KY.E 50 : 49 : { 
KY,W 57 : 57 , : 
MIE 1,334 1 1,324 4 5 
MI,W 82 . 81 : 1 
OH,N 319 1 316 2 
OH,S 331 1 329 , 1 
TN,E b8 . 66 1 1 
TN,M 82 1 78 2 1 
T™N,W 82 ; 77 4 1 

7TH 583 15 513 11 44 
IL,N 92 10 74 : 4 
IL,C 63 1 57 5 
iL,S 92 . 89 . 3 
IN,N 79 1 70 5 3 
IN,S 102 : 88 5 9 
WIE 93 2 90 . 1 
WI,W 62 1 45 1 15 

8TH 997 4 930 9 54 
AR.E 51 : 48 ‘ 3 
AR,W 47 : 46 1 , 
1A,N 48 1 47 , 
1A,S 70 1 68 1 , 
MN 362 2 357 2 1 
MO,E 145 : 143 ‘ 2 
MO,W 117 113 3 1 
NE 120 74 . 46 
ND 19 18 ‘ 1 
sD 18 16 2 : 


Ad 
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Table S-8. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Student Veterans' 
Circuit and District Total Medicare Loans Benefits Other 

9TH 2,184 27 2,121 11 25 
AK 13 : 13 . . 
AZ 146 2 137 4 3 
CA,N 546 11 532 1 2 
CA,E 124 1 123 : : 
CA,C 1,114 9 1,096 1 H 
CA,S 58 2 65 : 1 
HI 1 . 1 . 
ID 4 2 2 
MT 10 10 ; 
NV 88 87 , 1 
OR 44 , 42 1 1 
WA,E 23 2 20 . 1 
WA,W 13 : 3 4 6 
GUAM ; : : : 
NMI 

10TH 593 7 552 25 9 
co 190 1 186 2 1 
KS 115 4 109 : 2 
NM 65 : 65 . 
OK,N 77 75 2 
OK,E 27 . 27 . . 
OK,w 67 1 42 23 1 
UT 34 : 32 : 2 
WY 18 1 16 1 

11TH 1,741 16 1,704 2 19 
AL,N 96 1 89 2 4 
AL,M 49 , 49 . . 
AL,S 71 71 . 
FL.N 22 : 21 1 
FL,M 485 5 476 4 
FL,S 681 x 666 7 
GA,N 205 1 203 1 
GA,M 85 1 83 1 
GA,S 47 : 46 1 
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Table S-9. 
U.S. District Courts—Social Security Cases Commenced 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


DIWC? 
and 

Circuit and District Total HIA' BL? piww‘ SSID‘ RSI* 
TOTAL 14,552 107 9 7,770 5,887 779 
pc 25 3 . 9 10 3 
1ST 373 : ° 270 68 35 
ME 41 , ; 26 15 ; 
MA 86 25 37 24 
NH 49 37 5 7 
RI 22 : 12 9 1 
PR 175 ; 170 2 3 
2ND 1,227 10 : 852 292 73 
2 CT 106 3 : 37 53 13 
NY,N 160 : 67 69 24 
NY,E 476 434 33 9 
NY,S 294 : 242 47 5 
NY,W 148 6 : 67 63 12 
VT 43 1 : 5 27 10 
3RD 1,194 4 ‘ 604 500 86 

DE 16 : , 13 3 
NJ 313 207 102 4 
PAE 328 1 . 127 168 32 
PAM 122 2 , 40 63 17 
PAW 415 1 . 217 164 33 

vi : ; : 

4TH 1,805 43 . 1,003 705 54 
MD 233 : : 100 128 5 
NC,E 92 : 48 37 7 
NC,M 148 : 123 24 1 
NC,W 106 . : 62 38 6 
SC 318 1 275 38 4 
VA.E 66 3 ° 24 35 4 
VA.W 364 34 192 127 11 
WV,N 80 1 38 38 3 
WV,S 398 4 141 240 13 


Table S-9. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


DIWC? 
and 

Circuit and District Total HIA' BL? pDIww‘ ssio* RSI* 
5TH 1,027 3 2 465 472 85 
LAE 99 1 24 71 3 
LA|M 47 . . 4 38 5 
LA,wW 181 1 2 45 115 18 
MS,N 51 ; ; 26 23 2 
MS,S 57 1 : 32 17 7 
TX,N 229 . ; 161 60 4 
TX,E 129 : : 83 37 9 
TX,S 131 ° : 48 66 17 
TX,W 103 . . 42 45 16 
6TH 2,610 7 1 1,347 1,175 80 
KY,E 912 1 . 276 617 18 
KY,W 178 1 ; 112 58 7 
MIE 326 3 . 241 64 18 
- MI,W 110 . . 67 33 10 
w OH,N 358 : . 260 B6 12 
OH,S 278 1 : 126 140 11 
TN,E 301 : 1 194 105 1 
TN,M 73 : : 50 23 . 
TN,W 74 1 : 21 49 3 
7TH 516 5 - 284 170 57 
IL,N 125 1 : 62 53 g 
IL,C 52 : . 29 16 7 
iL,S 39 1 . 10 24 4 
IN,N 45 . : 34 6 5 
IN,S 146 2 : 87 31 26 
WIE 74 , : 44 28 2 
WI,wW : 35 1 : 18 12 4 
8TH 1,375 11 : 662 616 26 
AR,E 376 : : 166 207 3 
AR,W 197 9 : 94 81 13 
IA,N 68 : : 25 35 a 
1A,S 134 : . 19 98 17 
MN 130 1 . 55 60 14 
MO,E 102 : : 55 41 6 
MO,W 300 1 ‘ 214 65 20 
NE 17 . : 5 9 3 
ND 16 : : 4 10 2 


SD 35 . - 25 10 - 
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Table S-9. (September 30, 1998-—Continued) 


Circuit and District 


WA,E 
WA,W 
GUAM 
NMI 


CO 
KS 
NM 
OK,N 
OK,E 
OK,W 
UT 
WwY 


AL,N 
AL,M 
AL,S 
FL,N 
FL,M 
FL,S 
GA,N 
GA,M 
GA,S 


9TH 


10TH 


11TH 


126 
108 


1,927 
376 
118 
172 
132 
481 
166 
261 
138 

83 


2 
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‘HIA = ALL CLAIMS FOR HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS (MEDICARE) UNDER TITLE XvVill, PART A, OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED 
BY HOSPITALS, SKILLED NURSING FACILITIES, ETC., FOR CERTIFICATION AS PROVIDERS OF SERVICES UNDER THE PROGRAM (42 USC. 139FF (B)) 

"BL = ALL CLAIMS FOR “BLACK LUNG” BENEFITS UNDER TITLE IV, PART B, OF THE FEDERAL COAL MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY ACT OF 1969 (30 USC. 923) 

*DIWC = ALL CLAIMS FILED BY INSURED WORKERS FOR DISABILITY INSURANCE BENEFITS UNDER TITLE |i OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS 
AMENDED. ALSO INCLUDES ALL CLAIMS FILED FOR CHILDREN'S INSURANCE BENEFITS BASED ON DISABILITY (42 USC. 405 (G)) 

“‘DIWW = ALL CLAIMS FILED FOR WIDOWS OR WIDOWERS' INSURANCE BENEFITS BASED ON DISABILITY UNDER TITLE I! OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED (42 USC 405 (G)) 

*SSID = ALL CLAIMS FOR SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME PAYMENTS BASED ON DISABILITY FILED UNDER TITLE XVI OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED 

"RAS! = ALL CLAIMS FOR RETIREMENT (OLD AGE) AND SURVIVORS’ BENEFITS UNDER TITLE |! OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED (42 USC 405 (G)) 


Wer 


ALSO INCLUDES CLAIMS 
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Table S-10. 


U.S. District Courts—Product Liability Cases Commenced, by Nature of Suit, 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1997 and 1998 


we 
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pe cee oe’ og - ___ Personal injury 
Torts Personal 
1997 1998 Contract to Property Motor 
Circuit and District Total Total Actions Land Damage Airline Marine Vehicle Asbestos Other 
TOTAL 33,649 27,775 293 61 535 177 68 438 9,111 17,092 
oc 62 52 3 . 1 


1 1 2 . 44 
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Table S-10. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


1907 1998 
Circuit and District Total Total 

STH 4,120 3,117 
LAE 227 241 
LA.M 45 53 
LA,W 139 174 
MS,N 43 39 
MS,S 164 222 
TX,N 164 110 
TX,E 2,849 1,972 
TX,S 393 237 
TX,.wW 96 69 

6TH 17,185 11,118 
KY,E 107 71 
KYW 154 102 
MIE 10,517 4,627 
MI,W 84 30 
OH,N 5,858 5,954 
OH,S 258 125 
TN,E 91 92 
T™N.M 53 33 
TN.W 63 84 

7TH 617 863 
IL,N 283 170 
iL,C 40 55 
iL,S 88 51 
INN 87 320 
INS 183 172 
WIE 85 61 
WI,W 51 34 

8TH 704 1,009 
AR,E 61 101 
AR,W 55 43 
1A,N 18 26 
1A,S 31 33 
MN 245 530 
MOE 118 103 
MO,W 119 98 
NE 20 35 
ND 17 19 
SD 20 21 


] ] one Personal injury __ 
Torts Personal 
Contract to Property Motor 
Actions L Land Damage Airline Marine Vehicle Asbestos Other 
40 7 63 10 y 70 1,429 1,489 
y 2 14 4 9 11 192 
4 5 . 4 40 
5 9 1 6 . 153 
. . 6 1 6 3 23 
3 3 11 . 3 1 4 187 
6 1 7 3 4 6 83 
2 . 1 7 1,387 575 
y 1 6 3 17 13 188 
2 5 3 6 5 48 
19 8 26 22 15 53 5,779 5,196 
- 1 1 1 4 1 63 
. 1 . . 2 11 12 76 
8 2 7 20 4 4 4,582 
3 . . 1 6 20 
3 2 3 . 1 7 5,737 201 
1 3 2 1 5 5 108 
: 6 11 11 64 
1 . . 6 1 25 
3 7 11 4 2 57 
30 9 17 2 - 23 §12 270 
15 5 3 1 6 50 90 
2 1 . 4 31 17 
5 1 1 : 1 20 23 
2 1 4 1 4 264 44 
2 1 4 4 114 47 
3 4 3 20 31 
1 1 1 i3 18 
25 5 54 2 2 35 22 864 
4 1 28 5 4 59 
2 1 5 3 1 31 
2 2 . - 22 
3 1 1 7 21 
2 6 2 8 512 
4 - 5 1 14 2 77 
2 2 3 1 . 4 86 
2 1 . 2 1 29 
1 3 - 15 
3 1 5 12 
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Table S-10. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Personal Injury 


Torts Personal 
1997 1998 Contract to Property Motor 

Circuit and District Total Total Actions Land Damage Airline Marine Vehicle Asbestos Other 

9TH 1,122 1,316 40 10 54 18 10 34 242 908 
AK 59 13 1 1 2 2 7 
AZ 109 132 3 2 4 1 3 15 104 
CA,N 137 170 4 3 4 1 2 4 17 135 
CA,E 65 102 6 3 1 6 86 
CA,C 257 253 8 1 12 7 2 1 222 
CA,S 106 72 2 1 6 1 7 55 
Hi 34 63 . 1 6 56 
iD 12 44 2 1 1 1 28 1 
MT 53 71 1 3 4 38 25 
NV 54 169 3 5 6 86 69 
OR 101 79 3 1 2 5 1 11 56 
WA,E 39 58 1 6 31 20 
WA,W 93 89 7 1 6 2 6 5 62 
GUAM 2 
NMI 1 1 1 

10TH 589 544 9 4 26 1 - 32 32 440 
co 91 56 1 1 5 1 8 2 38 
KS 119 105 3 2 4 6 6 84 
NM 68 98 3 3 3 10 79 
OK,N 66 38 1 1 4 2 30 
OK,E 33 39 1 1 4 2 31 
OK,W 96 113 1 5 4 2 101 
UT 96 76 4 2 7 63 
wy 20 19 3 1 1 14 

11TH 3,538 4,707 25 3 163 70 5 52 119 4,270 
AL,N 1,595 3,441 10 1 3 1 1 12 3,413 
AL,M 69 32 i 2 7 1 21 
AL,S 43 45 2 1 1 2 1 38 
FL,N 56 110 5 2 1 102 
FL.M 680 361 3 11 3 1 9 13 321 
FL,S 206 153 5 9 62 7 70 
GA,N 366 401 1 2 117 3 1 6 11 260 
GA,M 390 40 1 14 2 2 21 
GA,S 133 124 2 1 - 7 90 24 
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Table S-11. 


U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Pending Three Years or More, by Basis of Jurisdiction and Nature of Suit, 
on September 30, 1997 and 1998 


Cases Pending 


Three Years or More U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Federal Diversity of Local 
Nature of Suit 1997 1998 Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 
TOTAL CASES 22,371 25,588 612 952 8,348 15,575 101 
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL 1,306 1,472 81 32 276 1,065 18 
INSURANCE 288 348 5 2 37 298 6 
MARINE 83 110 2 . 96 11 1 
MILLER ACT 27 28 11 1 16 . 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 62 51 8 4 8 31 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS - . - . 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS 12 18 17 1 
VETERANS’ OVERPAYMENT 2 - . - - . 
OTHER 17 16 3 4 1 8 . 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 815 901 35 20 118 717 11 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 182 190 48 20 44 61 17 
FORECLOSURE 65 66 31 6 11 9 9 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT 12 10 4 - 2 4 . 
TORTS TO LAND/INCLUDING PRODUCT 
LIABILITY 43 50 4 3 15 “7 1 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 62 64 G 11 16 21 7 
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 13,459 15,525 10 114 929 14,434 38 
PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 13,240 15,267 3 106 854 14,274 30 
PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL 10,809 12,588 : 2 556 12,024 6 
AIRPLANE 10 25 1 6 18 
MARINE 5 4 . 3 1 
MOTOR VEHICLE 31 26 1 - 25 . 
ASBESTOS 439 406 221 182 3 
OTHER 10,324 12,127 - : 326 11,798 3 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 2,431 2,679 3 104 298 2,250 24 
AIRPLANE 45 37 - 4 4 22 2 
MARINE 70 102 3 58 40 1 
MOTOR VEHICLE 70 119 18 8 89 4 
ASSAULT, LIBEL AND SLANDER 44 53 3 5 45 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 97 103 6 97 - 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 64 76 - 23 . 53 - 
OTHER 2,041 2,189 3 47 121 2,001 17 
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Table S-11. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Cases Pending 


Three Years or More U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Federal Diversity of Local 
Nature of Suit 1997 1998 | __ Phaintitt Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 

PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE, TOTAL 219 258 7 8 75 160 8 

FRAUD INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 116 147 6 3 53 82 3 

OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 103 111 ' 5 22 78 5 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL 7,394 8,371 473 785 7,097 15 1 
ANTITRUST 146 270 3 1 266 : ; 
BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL 334 159 1 1 157 - ; 

APPEAL (28 USC 158) 107 91 ' 1 89 

WITHDRAWAL (28 USC 157) 227 68 68 
BANKS AND BANKING 65 48 21 6 21 ; - 
CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL 1,783 2,141 48 152 1,941 : ; 

VOTING 26 30 2 a7 

EMPLOYMENT 791 994 23 93 878 

HOUSING AND ACCOMMODATIONS 32 31 4 4 23 

WELFARE 20 12 1 2 4 

OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 914 1,074 19 51 1,004 
COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) 29 28 . 2 26 : ; 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 375 348 75 39 234 
DEPORTATION 3 3 1 2 ; 
PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL 2,391 2,832 . 252 2,580 - : 

MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 89 162 162 

HABEAS CORPUS - GENERAL 345 469 24 445 

HABEAS CORPUS - DEATH PENALTY 89 100 6 94 

MANDAMUS AND OTHER 22 22 14 X 

CIVIL RIGHTS 1,846 2,079 46 2,033 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL 142 116 109 7 . 

AGRICULTURAL ACTS 6 3 2 1 

FOOD AND DRUG ACT 5 4 4 . 

DRUG-RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY 54 38 37 

AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 

OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT ' 

OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS —_76 6. 64 5 
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Table S-11. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Cases Pending 
Three Years or More U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Federal Diversity of Local 
Nature of Suit 1997 1998 Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 

LABOR LAWS, TOTAL 436 514 25 7 482 - - 

FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 64 88 10 1 77 

LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 46 68 4 . 64 

LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING AND 

DISCLOSURE ACT 15 8 1 7 

RAILWAY LABOR ACT 3 3 - . 3 

ERISA’ 251 288 10 2 276 

OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 57 59 1 3 55 
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL 407 417 3 2 412 - - 

COPYRIGHT 78 74 - - 74 

PATENT 238 241 3 2 236 

TRADEMARK 91 102 . - 102 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, AND EXCHANGES 456 526 50 . 476 - - 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS, TOTAL 80 117 1 116 - - - 

HEALTH INSURANCE 3 4 - 4 

BLACK LUNG CASES - 1 : 1 

DISABILITY INSURANCE 51 77 1 76 

SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 23 30 - 30 

RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 3 5 5 

OTHER - - - 
RICO** 178 187 4 : 168 15 - 
STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS 1 2 : . “ : - 
TAX SUITS 80 94 24 69 : - 1 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE é 2 : 2 : - - 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 42 38 - 34 4 - - 
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES 16 24 - 2 22 : - 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 428 505 109 92 304 - - 
OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL 30 30 - 1 2 - 27 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS - - - - - 

INSANITY 

PROBATE - . - - - 

OTHER 30 30 1 2 27 


NOTE: LAND CONDEMNATION CASES ARE OMITTED. 
* ERISA = EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT. 


** RICO = RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS. 
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Table S-12. 


U.S. District Courts—Arbitration Cases Filed, by District, 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1997 and 1998 


Comverse _ 


Total 
New York, Eastern 
New Jersey 
Pennsylvania, Eastern 
North Carolina, Middle 
Texas, Western 
Michigan, Western’ 
Missouri, Western’ 
California, Northern 
Oklahoma, Western 
Florida, Middle 


1997 1998 
Percent Percent 
of of 
Cwi Arbitration idl _Cwil Aroiretion | _Civil__ 
48,341 3,827 8 46,344 3,984 9 
7,397 405 5 8,190 404 5 
6,514 1,033 16 6,292 1,631 26 
9,400 1,169 12 8,625 1,201 14 
1,274 1,229 
3,678 3,175 
1,871 1,610 
3,008 2,563 
5,900 201 3 6,234 73 1 
2,174 268 12 1,992 157 8 
7,125 751 11 6,434 518 8 


* THESE COURTS DID NOT REPORT ANY NEW ARBITRATION CASES FILED FOR THE PAST FIVE YEARS. COURTS WITH ZERO FILINGS NOW ACTIVELY USE FEDERAL MEDIATION PROCEDURES 


Table S-13. 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Whose Cases Were Dismissed 
Pursuant to Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3162(A) (The Speedy Trial Act of 1974 as Amended) 


District 


interval | 


With Prejudice 


New York, Northern 
New York, Southern 
Texas, Western 
Michigan, Eastern 
Indiana, Northern 
Indiana, Southern 
California, Northern 
California, Southern 
Colorado 

Utah 

Florida, Middle 
Georgia, Middle 


Without Prejudice 


With Prejudice Without Prejudice 
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Table S-14. 
U.S. Bankruptcy Appellate Panels—Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, by Circuit, 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1997 and 1998 


. ‘: mes 7 - a | | Pending 

iT eeetiecieaiahinahatianaaiiti ree « a | " eR . 

= Te Pm eS Se )=3=«32—2 | =—_ 
Total 1,362 1,369 1,044 1,413 755 711 
First 99 110 98 91 51 70 
Second 78 65 71 64 24 25 
Sixth 98 88 52 82 46 52 
Eighth 85 102 43 109 42 35 
Ninth 920 897 708 972 566 491 
Tenth 82 107 72 95 26 38 


* THE NINTH CIRCUIT BEGAN ITS BANKRUPTCY APPELLATE PANEL (BAP) OPERATIONS IN 1979. THE BAPs STARTED IN THE FIRST, SECOND, AND TENTH CIRCUITS ON JULY 1, 1996, AND IN THE SIXTH AND EIGHTH CIRCUITS 
ON JANUARY 1, 1997 
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Table S-15. 


Persons Received for and Under Supervision of the Federal Probation System, by Type of Supervision, 
During Fiscal Years 1997 and 1998 


Received for Supervision 7 a « 


s Percent ; 
Year 1997 1998 Change* 1997 
Total (Includes Transfers) 46,190 45,586 “1.3 91,434 
District Judge Probation 8,534 7,940 -7.0 24,365 
Magistrate Judge Probation 6,913 7,124 3.1 8,641 
Parole 1,282 1,180 -8.0 4,113 
Mandatory Release 642 453 -29.4 1,403 
Military Parole 212 186 -12.3 491 
Special Parole 412 338 -18.0 1,385 
Supervised Release 22,122 22,704 2.6 51,036 
Received by Transfer 6,073 5,661 -6.8 N/A** 


___Under Supervision —_ 


- 2 oS 


93,737 
23,681 
8,913 
3,583 
1,176 
465 
1,100 
54,819 


N/A** 


* PERCENT CHANGE 1998 OVER 1997 
**N/A = NOT APPLICABLE 


Table S-16. 
Federal Probation System—Drug- and Aicohol-Dependent Recipients of Substance Abuse Services 
During Fiscal Years 1994 Through 1998 


Type of Service 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
Drug Dependent 
Contract 11,903 10,321 11,449 12,865 14,322 
Non-Contract 9,970 7,919 7,981 7,848 7,508 
Total 21,873 18,240 19,430 20,713 21,830 
Alcohol Dependent 
Contract 2,283 1,417 1,469 1,364 1,297 
Non-Contract 2,719 2,306 1,930 1,527 1,041 
Total 5,002 3,723 3,399 2,891 2,338 


SZ 


NOTE: DURING THE FIRST QUARTER OF 1995, A CLARIFICATION WAS MADE TO THE DEFINITION OF SUBSTANCE ABUSE TREATMENT, ELIMINATING APPROXIMATELY 4,000 CASES 
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Table S-17. 


U.S. District Courts—National Petit Juror Service During Fiscal Years 1994 Through 1998 


Service 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
Overall Juror Service 
Jury Trial Days 45,060 43,219 43,133 41,903 39,521 
Percent Criminal 45.7 49.0 46.1 44.8 44.7 
Percent Civil 54.3 51.0 53.9 55.2 55.3 
Juror Days* 788,066 774,978 778,170 749,613 718,778 
Percent Selected or Serving 65.3 63.4 64.2 64.8 63.6 
Percent Challenged 18.5 18.7 18.9 19.2 19.5 
Percent Not Se'ected or Challenged** 16.2 15.9 16.9 16.0 16.9 
Average Jurors per Day of Trial 17.5 17.9 18.0 17.9 18.2 
Jury Selection Day 
Jurors Present for Voir Dire 379,769 372,271 381,720 364,072 358,598 
Percent Selected 28.0 27.1 27.1 27.5 27.0 
Percent Challenged 38.5 38.9 38.5 39.5 39.1 
Percent Not Selected or Challenged 33.6 34.0 34.4 33.0 33.9 
Numbers of Juries Selected 10,439 9,822 10,338 9,771 9,390 
Average Jurors Present for Jury Selection 36.4 37.9 36.9 37.3 38.2 


* EACH JUROR IS COUNTED FOR EACH DAY SERVING, TRAVELING, OR WAITING AT THE COURTHOUSE TO SERVE 
** INCLUDES JURORS IN TRAVEL STATUS. 


Table S-18. 
U.S. District Courts—National Grand Juror Service During Fiscal Years 1994 Through 1998 


Proceedings Filed Average 
Jurors Hours by Indictment Defendants 
Juries Sessions Average per Average per Indicted 
Year Serving Convened Total Session Total Session Cases Defendants per Session 
1994 854 10,674 211,647 19.8 55,789 5.2 23,869 40,238 3.80 
1995 960 10,585 208,625 19.7 55,378 5.2 25,202 42,866 4.05 
1996 1,160 10,121 199,844 19.7 52,911 5.2 26,728 45,267 4.47 
1997 1,352 9,764 193,805 19.8 51,603 5.3 28,925 47,461 4.86 
1998 924 10,344 205,043 19.8 55,460 5.4 34,424 54,525 5.27 


AT 
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Table S-19. 


Matters Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges for Twelve-Month Periods Ended June 30, 1988; and 


September 30, 1994 Through 1998 


Percent 
Change 
Activity 1988 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1998/1997 

Total Matters 471,085 517,397 512,741 554,041 579,450 612,440 5.7 
Additional Duties 231,834 225,053 224,294 244,640 243,774 242,669 -0.5 
Criminal 38,884 47,780 48,366 55,594 55,421 53,396 -3.7 
Motions 636(b)(1)(A) 26,031 23,463 21,624 23,778 22,940 18,787 -18.1 
Motions 636(b)(1)(B) 2,678 4,777 4,658 4,666 4,389 5,284 20.4 
Evidentiary Hearings 1,355 2,154 2,031 1,990 1,788 1,998 11.7 
Pretrial Conferences 3,462 4,555 5,090 5,837 5,737 5,763 0.5 
Calendar Calls 1,679 2,183 1,955 2,577 2,869 3,636 26.7 
Motion Hearings/Arguments . 3,752 5,124 8,113 8,955 8,234 “8.1 
Other’ 3,679 6,896 7,884 8,633 8,743 9,694 10.9 
Civil 167,486 146,814 144,949 155,830 158,929 161,889 1.9 
Pretrial Conferences 48,359 54,703 56,286 62,130 64,548 63,220 “2.1 
(Settlement Conferences)’ . [19,298] [20,305] [22,460] [23,549] [23,113] -1.9 
Motions 636(b)(1)(A) 95,953 55,304 53,295 56,260 57,087 59,219 3.7 
Motions 636(b)(1)(B) 7,655 10,335 9,908 9,970 9,448 10,298 9.0 
Evidentiary Hearings 1,784 774 523 602 660 740 12.1 
Social Security 7,258 5,623 5,384 4,603 4,553 5,261 15.6 
Special Masterships 1,213 825 682 1,080 963 886 -8.0 
Calendar Calis 2,184 1,792 1,658 2,576 2,867 3,017 5.2 
Motion Hearings/Arguments . 13,535 14,458 15,577 15,851 16,178 2.1 
Other® 3,080 3,923 2,755 3,032 2,952 3,070 4.0 
Prisoner Litigation 25,464 30,459 30,979 33,216 29,424 27,384 -6.9 
Evidentiary Hearings‘ [1,263] 1,795 1,638 1,599 1,120 948 -15.4 
State Habeas 7,103 6,443 6,759 7,576 8,046 9,261 15.1 
Federal Habeas 2,547 2,795 2,695 3,562 3,778 4,024 6.5 
Civil Rights 15,819 19,426 19,887 20,479 16,480 13,151 -20.2 
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Table S-19. (September 30, 1998-——Continued) 


Civil Consent 
Without Trial 


Jury Trial 


Non-Jury Trial 


Trial Jurisdiction Cases 


Misdemeanors 
Petty Offenses 


Preliminary Proceedings 


Search Warrants 


Arrest Warrarts/Summonses 


Initial Appearances 
Detention Hearings 
Bail Reviews 


Preliminary Examinations 
Grand Jury Returns 


Arraignments 


Attorney Appointment Hearings 


Seizure Warrants 
Fee Applications 


Other® 


= | 


5,903 
4,914 
550 
439 


89,996 
13,418 
76,578 


143,352 
14,246 
16,408 
47,956 
11,935 

6,665 
6,805 
4,259 
29,569 


5,509 


7,835 
6,092 
912 
831 


87,519 
12,138 
75,381 


196,990 
26,250 
20,513 
50,645 
21,711 

7,394 
8,406 
5,208 
35,061 
6,116 
2,529 
8,655 
4,502 


1995 


8,967 
7,371 
813 
783 


72,868 
9,875 
62,993 


206,612 


25,966 
21,202 
52,654 
24,060 
8,558 
8,969 
5,411 
37,198 
6,488 
1,782 
9,389 
4,935 


1996 


9,948 
8,029 
955 


964 


74,806 
10,356 
64,450 


224,647 


27,811 
21,119 
55,206 
26,800 
9,456 
10,303 
6,057 
40,715 
8,219 
1,798 
11,048 
6,115 


1997 


10,081 
8,318 
964 
799 


85,257 
10,177 
75,080 


240,338 
29,563 
23,116 
60,419 
28,996 

9,628 
13,049 
6,172 
41,559 
8,055 
2,254 
11,278 
6,249 


1998 


10,339 
8,791 
892 
656 


96,832 
10,633 
86,199 


262,600 


30,371 
26,252 
68,982 
32,948 
9,874 
14,436 
6,125 
45,524 
8,998 
2,359 
10,585 
6,146 


Percent 
Change 
1998 a 997 


2.6 
5.7 
7.5 
-17.9 


13.6 
4.5 
14.8 


* DATA NOT SEPARATELY AVAILABLE 


'1994-CURRENT INCLUDES NEW SEPARATE REPORTING CATEGORIES FOR MENTAL COMPETENCY/MOTION HEARINGS 


’ SETTLEMENT CONFERENCES ARE INCLUDED IN THE TOTAL NUMBER OF PRETRIAL CONFERENCES 


*1994-CURRENT INCLUDES NEW SEPARATE REPORTING CATEGORIES FOR FEE APPLICATIONS/SUMMARY JURY TRIALS/MOTION HEARINGS 


“PRIOR TO 1994, EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS WERE INCLUDED IN THE TOTALS FOR STATE HABEAS/FEDERAL HABEAS/CIVIL RIGHTS 
*1994-CURRENT INCLUDES NEW SEPARATE REPORTING CATEGORIES FOR ATTORNEY APPOINTMENT HEARINGS/FEE APPLICATIONS/NEBBIA HEARINGS/SEIZURE WARRANT S/CONTEMPT PROCEEDINGS 


iy, 


Table S-20. 
Three-Judge District Court Hearings, by Nature of Suit, 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended Scptember 30, 1994 Through 1998 


7 Nature of Sult ; - | __ 1995 1996 | 1997 | 1996 
Total 25 19 27 14 21 
Reapportionment 11 10 11 8 5 
Civil Rights 14 9 16 6 16 
Education . . 4 . 
Voting and Election Laws 14 7 ) 4 7 
Employment - 1 . - 
Constitutionality of Other State Statues . . 1 . 
Other . 1 2 2 9 


08 
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Table S-21. 
Cases Transferred by Order of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation, 
Cumulative From September 1968 Through September 30, 1998 


12 Months Ended September 30, 1998 


Cumulative 1968 - 1998 


Total Pending in 


Circuit and District into District Out of District into District Out of District Transferee District 

Total 15,735 15,735 121,823 121,823 52,529 
DC : 29 1,987 378 16 

1ST 5 191 274 4,513 346 
ME . 55 4 530 . 
MA 5 61 189 3,455 52 
NH 22 29 212 8 
Rl 50 - 248 - 
PR 3 52 68 286 

2ND 157 455 2,816 10,251 704 
CT 11 75 368 1,789 107 
NY,N - 5 - 4 731 2 
NY,E 43 165 1,098 1,912 137 
NY,S 103 201 1,346 4,946 458 
NY .W - 5 - 810 
VT 4 63 

3RD 11,836 148 77,366 4,400 24,555 
DE 15 2 44 135 19 
NJ 94 61 465 1,641 117 
PA,E 11,712 51 76,652 1,436 24,334 
PA,M - 7 18 455 - 
PAW 15 20 187 641 85 
VI 7 - 92 

4TH 18 1,400 1,314 10,981 123 
MD 10 349 253 1,925 92 
NC,E 63 15 462 2 
NC,M 21 18 274 1 
NCW 56 49 470 - 
SC 5 290 861 2,069 10 
VA,E 497 67 2,772 13 
VA,W 3 57 3 889 5 
W\',N 3 1 120 
W'/,.S 64 47 2,000 
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Table S-21. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Circuit and District 


12 Months Ended September 30, 1998 


Cumulative 1968 - 1998 


into District 


Out of District 


into District 


Out of District 


Total Pending in 
Transferee District 


5TH 
LA,E 
LA,M 
LA,.W 
MS,N 
MS,S 
TX,N 
TX,E 
TX,S 
TX,W 


6TH 

KY,E 

KY,W 
Mi,E 

MI,W 
OH,N 
OH,S 
TN,E 

T™N,M 
TN,W 


7TH 

IL,N 

IL,E* 

IL,C 

iL,S 

IN,N 

IN,S 

WIE 
WI,W 


8TH 
AR,E 
AR.W 
1A,N 
1A,S 
MN 
MO,E 
MO,W 
NE 
ND 
SD 


439 
6 


408 


_ nO, 


1,757 
84 

10 

25 

12 

66 

29 
1,401 
105 
25 


4,073 
328 


16,576 
1,125 
438 
856 
120 
1,926 
856 
3,490 
7,352 
413 


44,342 
351 
468 

2,012 
125 

39,558 
651 
489 
227 
461 


5,840 
1,562 
9 
1,013 
395 
490 
1,630 
483 
258 


3,947 
250 
103 
109 

1,042 

1,023 
507 
405 
258 
209 

41 


3,679 
12 
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Table S-21. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


12 Months Ended September 30, 1998 


Cumulative 1968 - 1998 


Circuit and District 


Into District 


Out of District 


Into District 


Out of District 


Total Pending in 
Transferee District 


WA,E 
WA,W 
GUAM 


10TH 

co 

KS 

NM 

OK,N 

OK,E 
OK,W 

UT 

WY 


11TH 
AL,N 
AL,M 
AL,S 
FL,N 
FL,M 
FL|S 
GA,N 
GA,M 
GA,S 


52 


9 
5 


1,670 
19 

89 

81 

40 
132 
1,036 
de 

29 

44 

20 

39 

49 

36 

14 


218 


1,701 9,556 
° 227 

57 906 
509 1,433 
11 379 
658 1,963 
71 1,527 

14 486 

5 204 

4 219 

127 410 

6 845 

. 232 

239 710 

. 15 
1,612 3,611 
118 850 
1,187 540 
4 591 

13 702 

7 59 

143 418 
25 373 
115 78 
26,828 7,428 
26,244 433 
18 164 

22 202 

37 395 
209 1,822 
175 1,053 
123 1,369 

: 491 

- 1,499 


234 


23 
34 


131 


19 
96 


21,657 
21,079 
21 

80 

30 

230 
194 

23 


“NO LONGER A SEPARATE DISTRICT. 


Table S-22. 


Cumulative Summary of Multidistrict Litigation 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1996 Through 1998 


Total Actions Subjected to 
Section 1407 Proceedings 


Actions Transterred 
Actions Originally Filed 
in Transteree Districts 


Total Terminations 

Actions Terminated by Transteree Courts 

Actions Reassigned to Transtferor Judges 
within Transferee Court 

Actions Remanded by the Pane! 

Total Actions Presently Pending and 
Subjected to Section 1407 Proceedings 


| 


Totals as of 
Sept. 30, 1996 


109,410 
92,179 
17,231 


60,794 
56,758 


279 
3,757 


48,616 


| 


12 Months Ended 
Sept. 30, 1997 
(Adjusted) 


14,863 
13,909 


954 


Totals as of 
Sept. 30, 1997 


124,273 


106,088 
18,185 


70,227 
66,167 


279 
3,781 


54,046 


| 


12 Months 


Ended 


Sept. 30, 1998 


16,594 
15,735 
859 


18,111 
16,940 


0 
1,171 


| 


Totals as of 
Sept. 30, 1998 


140,867 
121,823 
19,044 


88,338 
83,107 


279 
4,952 
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Table S-23. 


Representations by Federal Defender Organizations, 1994 Through 1998 


Representations 


ree a . 


Offices in Operation 


Total Representations 
Opened 
Closed 
Pending September 30 


Criminal Representations 
Opened 
Closed 
Pending September 30 


Closed 
Pending September 30 


42,209 
42,099 
16,242 


26,185 
26,277 
9,777 


16,024 
15,822 
6,465 


1995 


61° 


45,912 
43,654 
18,380 


28,405 
26,667 
11,462 


17,507 
16,987 
6,918 


1996 


63 


49,125 
47,908 
19,504 


29,578 
29,121 
11,848 


19,547 
18,787 
7,656 


1997 


63 


53,112 
52,195 
20,454 


32,738 
31,850 
12,743 


20,374 
20,345 
7,711 


1998 


63 


59,603 
57,554 
22,531 


37,355 
35,468 
14,625 


22,248 
22,086 
7,906 


* REVISER 


** INCLUDES APPEALS, PROBATION/PAROLE REVOCATION HEARINGS, AND MOTIONS TO CORRECT OR REDUCE SENTENCE 


at] 
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Table S-24. 


Report of Complaints Filed and Action Taken Under Authority of Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372(c) 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Summary of Activity 


oe meee ees eee wr ene 


Complaints Pending on September 30, 1997° 
Compiaints Filed 


Complaint Type 
Written by Complainant 
On Order of Chiet Judges 


Otticiais Complained About"’ 
Judges 
Circuit 
District 
National Courts 
Bankruptcy Judges 
Magistrate Judges 


Nature of Aliegations** 
Mental Disability 
Physica! Disability 
Demeanor 
Abuse of Judicial Power 
Prejudice/Bias 
Confiict of interest 
Bribery/Corruption 
Undue Decisiona! Delay 
Incompetence/Neglect 
Other 


Complaints Concluded 


Actions by Chief Judges 
Complaint Dismissed 
Not in Conformity With Statute 
Directly Related to Decision 
or Procedural Ruling 
Frivolous 


214 


1,051 


1,002 


43 


532 
159 


0 


coc coc — 


oooocoocc=/T-cco0o 


6 


27 


27 


10 
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w 


73 


31 


—- 


Circuits 


0 


73 


73 


23 
50 


42 


46 


46 


18 


Cc 


43 


37 


36 


17 
26 


16 
13 


18 


78 


78 


134 
83 


~~ oo © 


52 


82 


133 


37 


37 


1 
29 


ooo Oo 


18 


35 


179 


coo —- o SO 
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National 
Courts 
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Table S-24. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


A 


Circuits 
Summary of Activity _ an 

Appropriate Action Already Taken 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Action No Longer Necessary Because ot 

intervening Events 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Complaint Withdrawn 5 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 
Subtotal 742 1 8 6 24 57 48 16 

Action by Judicial Councils 

Directed Chief District Judge to 

Take Action (Magistrate Judges only) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Certitied Disability 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Requested Voluntary Retirement 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Ordered Temporary Suspension 

of Case Assignments 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Privately Censured 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Publicly Censured 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Ordered Other Appropriate Action 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Dismissed the Complaint 258 0 25 7 32 38 25 32 
Reterred Complaint to Judicial 

Conterence 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Subtotal 260 0 25 7 32 38 25 33 

Complaints Pending on September 30, 1998 263 0 0 0 27 56 0 3 


34 


1 


18 


o-c oO 


Courts 
| cc! ] cir’ 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
1 0 


NOTE: EXCLUDES COMPLAINTS NOT ACCEPTED BY THE CIRCUITS BECAUSE THEY DUPLICATED PREVIOUS FILINGS OR WERE OTHERWISE INVALID FILINGS 
‘CC = U.S. CLAIMS COURT 

*CIT = COURT OF INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
* REVISED. 

** EACH COMPLAINT MAY INVOLVE MULTIPLE ALLEGATIONS AGAINST NUMEROUS JUDICIAL OFFICERS. NATURE OF ALLEGATIONS IS COUNTED WHEN A COMPLAINT 1S CONCLUDED 


Appendix 


Detailed Statistical Tables 


Judicial Business 
of the United States Courts 


1998 Report of the Director 


Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Note: All dates refer to the year ended Steptember 30 unless otherwise stated. 
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Table A-1. 
Supreme Court of the United States—Cases on Docket, Disposed of, and Remaining on 
Dockets at Conclusion of October Terms, 1993 Through 1997 


in Forma 
Cases Total Original Paid Pauperis 
1993 
Cases on docket 7,786 12 2,442 § 332 
Disposed of 6,721 1 2,099 4,621 
Remaining on dockets 1,065 11 343 711 
1994 
Cases on docket 8,100 11 2,515 5,574 
Disposed of 7,170 2,185 4,983 
Remaining on dockets 930 9 330 591 
1995 
Cases on docket 7,565 11 2,456 5,098 
Disposed of 6,649 2,130 4,514 
Remaining on dockets 916 6 326 584 
© 
1996 
Cases on docket 7,602 7 2,430 5,165 
Disposed of 6,739 2 2,124 4,613 
Remaining on dockets 863 5 306 552 
1997 
Cases on docket 7,692 7 2,432 5,253 
Disposed of 6,759 1 2,142 4,616 
Remaining on dockets 933 6 290 637 
October Terms 
Cases 1993 | 1994 | 1995 } 1996 | 1997°* 
Argued during term 99 94 90 90 96 
Disposed of by full opinions 93 91 87 87 93 
Disposed of by per curiam 
opinions 6 3 3 3 1 
Set for re-argument - - - 
Granted review this term 99 93° 105° 87 90 
Reviewed and decided without 
oral argument 70 69 120 82° 51 
Total to be available for 
argument at outset of 
follcwing term 40 39 52 48 41 


“REVISED. 
**TWO CASES DISMISSED UNDER RULE 46.1 OM 3/23/98 AND 5/15/98. 


Fee 
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Table B. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals—Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 


During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1997 and 1998 


Filings Terminations Pending 

Percent Percent Percent 

Circuit 1997 1998 Change 1997 1998 Change 1997* 1998 Change 
TOTAL 52,319 32,805 2.8 51,194 52,002 1.6 39,846 41,649 4.5 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,531 1,627 6.3 1,833 1,590 -13.3 1,523 1,560 2.4 
FIRST 1,449 1,437 -.8 1,371 1,436 4.3 1,044 1,051 J 
SECOND 4,816 4,796 -.4 4,378 4,289 -2.0 2,628 3,135 19.3 
THIRD 3,458 3,613 4.5 3,479 3,231 -7.1 2,121 2,503 18.0 
FOURTH 4,754 4,897 3.0 4,629 5,233 13.0 3,445 3,109 -9.8 
FIFTH 7,573 8,096 6.9 7,301 1,774 6.5 5,052 5,374 6.4 
SIXTH 4,622 4,704 18. 4,626 4,330 -6.4 3,733 4,107 10.0 
SEVENTH 3,350 3,297 -1.6 3,311 3,261 -1.5 2,330 2,366 1.5 
EIGHTH 3,335 3,330 -1 3,215 3,397 5.7 2,020 1,953 -3.3 
NINTH 8,692 9,070 4.3 8,515 8,425 “1.1 7,634 8,279 8.4 
TENTH 2,629 2,582 -1.8 2,466 2,614 6.0 2,082 2,050 -1.5 
ELEVENTH 6,110 6,356 4.0 6,070 6,428 5.9 6,234 6,162 -1.2 


NOTE: THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE US COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 


* REVISED 


Table B-1. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, by Circuit 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


neni — —— _ ei : 
ases Terminated 
Procedural Terminations on 
Cases Commenced Terminations the Merits 
i een - Cases } + parece — 
Cases Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Oral Submission Pending 
__“/Presseting_| ot. 1.1007" | Vets! __Origina!_Reinetoted | Veto! | Consetidetion | Tetel_@v dudge_Oy Otstt_| Tots Wearing _on Grieve _| opt. 00, 1008 
ALL CIRCUITS 39,646 53,605 62,602 1,213 62,002 2,086 24,106 10,661 13,446 24,010 10,216 14,606 41,649 

CRIMINAL 10,170 10,535 10,343 192 10,105 873 2,402 792 1,610 6,830 2,813 4,017 10,600 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 3,610 5,524 5,316 208 5,663 74 3,971 2,805 1,166 1,618 192 1,426 3,471 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 2,851 4,202 4,200 92 3,893 199 385 363 1,022 2,309 913 1,396 3,250 
PRIV, PRISONER PETITIONS 6,459 11,608 11,560 338 11,214 211 7,665 4,202 3,463 3,338 550 2,788 7,143 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 12,213 15,808 16,499 309 16,441 1,187 6,245 1,451 4,704 8,009 4,749 3,260 12,580 
BANKRUPTCY 955 1,203 1,182 21 1,187 63 554 159 395 570 306 264 971 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 3,389 3,793 3,744 49 3,721 366 1,694 725 969 1,661 666 995 3,461 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 199 752 748 4 778 13 190 164 26 575 26 549 173 

\o 

- DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA =e 1,623 1,627 1,606 22 1,590 285 672 176 496 633 339 204 1,660 
CRIMINAL 138 137 137 : 166 26 40 5 35 100 58 42 109 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 74 97 93 4 125 10 59 28 31 56 10 46 46 
OTHER US. CIVIL 202 515 506 9 301 31 109 26 63 16) 70 91 416 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 33 58 50 8 58 3 27 3 24 2 5 23 33 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 159 205 204 1 187 24 59 10 49 104 55 49 177 
BANKRUPTCY § 8 8 . 7 1 2 2 : 4 1 3 6 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 906 569 569 . 713 186 369 97 272 158 136 22 762 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 6 38 38 . 33 4 7 5 2 22 4 18 11 

FIRST CIRCUIT 1,044 1,437 1,433 4 1,430 44 646 299 347 740 429 311 1,061 

CRIMINAL 308 388 386 2 377 15 150 58 92 212 114 98 319 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 92 127 126 1 129 . 102 79 23 27 5 22 90 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 83 115 115 . 113 1 41 11 30 71 25 46 85 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 84 88 87 1 109 2 75 50 25 32 1 21 63 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 404 552 552 . 561 24 213 56 157 324 242 82 395 
BANKRUPTCY 15 34 34 . 31 . 14 7 7 17 12 5 18 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 48 79 79 . 67 2 38 29 9 27 19 8 60 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 10 54 54 . 43 . 13 9 4 30 1 29 21 
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Table B-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Cases 
Circult and Nature Pending 

of Proceeding Oct. 1, 1007" | Total 
SECOND CIACUIT 2,626 4,706 
CRIMINAL 635 826 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 170 359 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 177 333 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 370 924 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 953 1,772 
BANKRUPTCY 58 91 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 219 450 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 46 4) 
THIRD CIRCUIT 2,121 3,613 
CRIMINAL 463 569 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 208 407 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 137 273 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 278 693 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 843 1,287 
BANKRUPTCY 73 77 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 108 206 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 1 101 
FOURTH CIRCUIT 3,445 4,897 
CRIMINAL 1,001 96K 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 450 817 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 233 316 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 496 1,182 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 875 1,186 
BANKRUPTCY 71 125 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 221 268 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 8 33 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 5,052 8,096 
CRIMINAL 1,232 1,559 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 456 835 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 242 421 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,321 2,845 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,480 1,882 
BANKRUPTCY 116 195 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 195 261 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 10 98 


ee rs 7 
c . 
4,336 460 

790 96 
308 51 
04 29 
444 80 
1,603 169 
86 5 
422 28 
39 2 
3,567 56 
567 2 
391 16 
270 3 
683 10 
1,265 22 
76 1 
204 2 
101 
4,068 20 
962 6 
615 2 
316 2 
1,173 4 
1,176 10 
125 
268 
33 
7,754 342 
1,501 58 
765 70 
399 22 
2,698 147 
1,843 39 
193 2 
257 4 
gk 


Cases ’ 
Disposed 
of by 
Consolidation Total 

260 2,200 
114 224 
5 204 
8 163 
5 515 
100 611 
5 52 
32 335 
5 
134 1,367 
20 89 
241 
88 
5 383 
79 449 
5 37 
1 68 
6 2 
430 2,234 
211 187 
23 598 
% 93 
20 809 
1 424 
41 
21 78 
4 
170 4,052 
w#” 389 
4 580 
17 140 
9 2,008 
96 675 
bs) 78 
7 182 

2 


iS 


Cases Terminated 


Procedural 
Terminations 


By Judge By Staff 


617 


1,682 
190 
107 
134 


Terminations on 


the Merits 
After After 
Oral Submission 
Hearing on Briets 
1,168 553 
260 148 
28 64 
120 37 
86 139 
586 102 
24 5 
64 24 
34 
507 1,233 
100 322 
10 108 
3% 95 
29 197 
284 347 
18 27 
27 67 
3 70 
658 1,011 
150 552 
9 262 
58 156 
45 327 
305 408 
27 31 
62 146 
2 29 
1,354 2,198 
339 678 
36 184 
92 142 
69 535 
731 468 
47 30 
40 60 
101 
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Table B-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Procedural Terminations on 
Cases Commenced dine Terminations the Merits 
Cases Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit and Neture Pending of by Orel Submission Pending 
of Proceeding Oct. 1,1987° | Total Original Reinstated| Total Consolidation | Total By Judge By Staff Total Wearing on Briefs Sept. 30, 1906 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 3,733 4,704 4,631 73 4,330 168 2,219 1,049 1,170 1,043 096 047 4,107 
CRIMINAL 892 929 917 12 741 33 210 59 151 498 304 194 1,080 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 308 500 468 32 487 1 366 300 66 120 13 107 321 
OTHER U.S. CiVIL 261 351 350 1 305 a) 125 32 93 171 81 90 307 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 670 1,091 1,073 18 1,024 14 720 478 242 290 48 242 737 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,308 1,534 1,525 9 1,424 81 664 120 544 679 461 218 1,418 
BANKRUPTCY 73 73 72 1 94 4 49 9 40 41 25 16 52 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 209 186 186 208 26 74 44 30 108 60 48 187 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 12 40 40 47 1 7 4 36 4 32 5 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 2,330 3,297 3,273 34 3,261 242 1,604 579 1,025 1,415 839 576 2,366 
CRIMINAL 469 595 593 2 579 88 130 44 86 361 256 105 485 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 280 435 428 7 485 6 373 211 162 106 10 96 230 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 11 194 194 . 187 5 74 14 60 108 57 51 118 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 503 719 711 4 647 6 483 194 289 158 47 11 575 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 770 1,140 1,134 6 1,106 116 450 72 378 540 389 151 804 
BANKRUPTCY 48 48 48 . 65 7 25 1 14 33 25 H 31 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 145 128 127 1 156 13 66 30 36 77 55 22 117 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 4 38 38 36 1 3 3 32 32 6 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 2,029 3,330 3,327 3 3,397 310 1,231 750 481 1,856 792 1,064 1,953 
CRIMINAL 408 649 649 . 651 119 48 44 54 434 218 216 406 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 219 346 344 2 374 7 275 266 9 92 13 79 191 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 180 309 308 1 315 23 70 18 52 222 92 130 174 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 388 816 816 775 16 442 314 128 317 50 267 429 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 705 1,038 1,038 1,086 115 292 85 207 679 377 302 657 
BANKRUPTCY 41 48 48 62 6 16 2 14 40 22 18 27 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 77 QA 94 105 24 36 20 16 45 20 25 66 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 2 30 30 29 2 1 1 27 27 3 


Table B-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Cases Terminated 


Procedural Terminations on 
Cases Commenced a. Terminations the Merits 
Cases Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Oral Submission Pending 
of Proceeding Oct. 1,1997° | Total Original Reinstated | Total Consolidation | Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing onBriefs | Sept. 30, 1998 

NINTH CIRCUIT 7,634 9,070 6,938 132 8,425 353 3,735 1,689 2,046 4,337 1,624 2,713 8,279 
CRIMINAL 1,642 1,674 1,670 4 1,424 86 343 122 221 995 409 586 1,892 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 448 616 608 8 692 1 475 408 67 206 32 174 372 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 705 776 761 15 759 38 263 63 200 458 190 268 722 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,052 1,734 1,692 42 1,668 17 1,072 701 371 579 108 471 1,118 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,397 2,503 2,463 40 2,432 156 1,106 253 853 1,170 656 514 2,468 
BANKRUPTCY 301 323 313 10 300 13 137 26 111 150 74 76 324 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 1,061 1,300 1,287 13 1,004 32 330 113 217 642 143 499 1,357 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 28 144 144 146 9 3 6 137 12 125 26 

TENTH CIRCUIT 2,082 2,582 2,566 16 2,614 97 941 391 550 1,576 551 1,025 2,050 
CRIMINAL 518 513 513 567 24 87 22 65 456 221 235 464 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 199 288 284 4 305 2 149 86 63 154 3 151 182 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 224 278 277 1 278 7 74 28 46 197 52 145 224 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 316 518 514 4 493 1 272 175 97 220 19 201 34° 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 711 801 795 6 796 58 293 52 241 447 231 216 714 
BANKRUPTCY 40 47 46 1 56 2 29 11 18 25 13 12 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 70 101 101 80 3 36 16 20 41 12 29 ie 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 4 36 36 37 1 1 36 36 3 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 6,234 6,356 6,304 52 6,428 484 3,116 1,775 1,341 2,828 958 1,870 6,162 
CRIMINAL 2,374 1,728 1,718 10 1,787 107 455 243 212 1,225 384 841 2,315 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 706 697 686 11 710 5 549 312 237 156 23 133 693 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 296 409 400 9 356 16 155 75 80 185 40 145 349 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 948 1,230 1,219 11 1,259 113 859 475 384 287 33 254 919 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,608 1,908 1,901 7 1,871 227 809 444 365 835 432 4103 1,645 
BANKRUPTCY 114 134 133 1 132 7 74 47 27 51 18 33 116 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 130 151 150 1 164 9 82 50 32 73 28 45 117 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 58 99 97 2 149 133 129 4 16 16 8 


NOTE: THIS TABLE INCLUDES APPEALS REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED (AFTER BEING TERMINATED DUE TO PROCEDURAL DEFAULTS) AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR 
THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 


* REVISED. 
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Table B-1A. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, by Nature of Suit or Offense, in Appeals 
Arising From the U.S. District Courts During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Cases Terminated 
Procedural Terminations on 
Cases Commenced Sa Terminations the Merits 
Cases Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Orai Submission Pending 
of Proceeding Oct. 1, 1997 Total Original Reinstated’| Totai Consolidation Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing on Briefs Sept. 30, 1998 
TOTAL CASES 35,303 48,057 46,918 1,139 46,316 2,544 21,668 9,613 12,055 22,104 9,217 12,887 37,044 
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES 10,170 10,535 10,343 192 10,105 873 2,402 792 1,610 6,830 2,613 4,017 10,600 
TOTAL CIVIL CASES 25,133 37,522 36,575 947 36,211 1,671 19,266 8,821 10,445 15,274 6,404 8,870 26,444 
U.S. CASES 6,461 9,816 9,516 300 9,556 273 5,356 3,168 2,188 3,927 1,105 2,822 6,721 
U.S. PLAINTIFF 449 638 625 13 589 44 263 63 200 262 182 100 498 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 3 6 6 : 6 :, 1 { 5 2 3 3 
bs OTHER CONTRACTACTIONS 36 44 44 49 3 30 4 26 16 10 6 31 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 2 9 i) 8 6 6 2 1 3 
OTHER REAL PROP. ACTIONS 38 34 34 34 5 12 5 7 17 4 13 38 
TORT ACTIONS 8 8 8 10 3 7 6 1 6 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 22 55 54 { 31 5 17 2 15 9 9 46 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 21 43 43 , 31 2 13 3 10 16 14 2 33 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY 91 119 115 4 100 8 50 6 44 42 15 27 110 
FAIR LABOR STAND ACT 6 10 10 :, 1 2 6 1 5 3 3 5 
OTHER LABOR 14 15 15 , 20 1 8 1 ? 1 11 9 
SECUR., COMMOD.,&EXCHG. 25 40 38 2 38 5 12 5 ? 21 16 5 27 
TAX SUITS 30 62 57 5 51 1 32 13 19 18 7 11 41 
ALL OTHER 153 193 192 1 200 12 73 23 50 115 84 31 146 
U.S. DEFENDANT 6,012 9,178 8,891 287 8,967 229 5,093 3,105 1,988 3,645 923 2,722 6,223 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 73 107 107 : 95 5 43 10 33 47 29 18 85 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 67 74 74 , 77 3 29 8 21 45 19 26 64 
TORT ACTIONS 235 293 288 5 317 16 120 25 95 181 80 101 211 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 333 443 425 18 456 6 142 38 104 308 82 226 320 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 302 520 506 14 490 33 211 66 145 246 59 187 332 
PRISONER PETITIONS: 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SEN. 2,821 4,066 3.881 185 4,330 33 3,292 2,574 718 1,005 137 868 2,557 
HABEAS CORPUS 334 675 665 10 545 8 302 135 167 235 35 200 464 
HABEAS CORPUS - DEATH 1 2 2 - 3 1 1 1 . 1 . 1 . 
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Table B-1A. (September 30, 1998—-Continued) 


Cases Terminated . 
Procedural Terminations on 
Cases Commenced on Terminations the Merits 
Cases Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Oral Submission Pending 
of Proceeding Oct. 1,1987 | Total Origine! Reinstated"| Total | Consolidation; Total ByJudge By Staff Total Hearing onBriefs | Sept. 30, 1998 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 241 302 294 u 361 11 175 45 130 175 14 161 182 
PRISON CONDITION’ 58 152 149 4 104 2 66 11 55 36 1 35 106 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 155 327 325 2 320 19 135 39 96 166 5 161 162 
LABOR SUITS 40 57 57 - 51 6 14 5 9 31 20 11 46 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS 518 862 844 18 723 3 158 48 110 562 118 444 657 
TAX SUITS 184 276 270 6 247 11 105 19 86 131 59 72 213 
EMVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 112 113 113 - 120 14 39 13 26 67 51 16 105 
FREEDOM OF INFOR. ACT 62 109 106 3 106 4 42 11 31 60 17 43 65 
ALL OTHER 476 785 15 622 54 219 57 162 349 197 152 654 
PRIVATE CASES 18,672 27,706 27,059 647 26,655 1,398 13,910 5,653 8,257 11,347 5,299 6,048 19,723 
& FEDERAL QUESTION 15,306 24,250 23,669 581 22,729 1,061 12,436 5,335 7,101 9,232 3.759 5,473 16,827 
MARINE CONTRACT 105 131 131 - 116 a 59 15 44 49 16 120 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 374 475 463 12 458 37 204 40 164 217 147 70 391 
EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 42 45 45 : 56 18 4 14 29 6 31 
MARINE INJURY 103 132 131 131 9 59 11 48 63 44 19 104 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS 356 489 478 11 479 34 231 59 172 214 112 102 366 
ANTITRUST 163 169 168 1 176 26 45 15 30 105 73 32 156 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 2,301 3,345 3,288 57 3,041 149 1,279 266 1,013 1,613 780 833 2,605 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 2,711 4,060 3,984 76 3,787 276 1,486 430 1,056 2,025 920 1,105 2 984 
PRISONER PETITIONS: 
HABEAS CORPUS 2,725 5,878 5,743 135 5,143 27 4,193 3,492 701 923 281 642 3,460 
HABEAS CORPUS - DEATH 169 176 175 1 160 14 27 21 6 119 89 30 185 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 2,858 3,814 3,636 178 4,373 144 2,450 517 1,933 1,779 163 1,616 2,299 
PRISON CONDITION’ 669 1,937 1,914 23 1,463 26 953 162 791 484 14 470 1,143 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 37 92 91 1 74 42 10 32 32 3 29 55 
LABOR MGMT. RELAT. ACT 205 272 264 a 244 19 102 13 Bg 123 83 40 233 
OTHER LABOR 759 1,031 1,016 15 917 74 380 76 304 463 332 131 873 
CPYRGHT., PATENT, & 

TROMRK 336 491 471 20 425 46 211 43 168 168 112 56 402 
SECUR., COMMOD.&EXCHG. 184 177 170 7 205 21 84 13 71 100 84 16 156 
CONST. OF STATE STATS. 120 129 129 - 147 18 41 8 33 88 64 24 102 
ALL OTHER 1,089 1,407 1,372 35 1,334 124 572 140 432 638 402 236 1,162 
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Table B-1/.. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Cases Terminated 
Procedural Terminations on 
Cases Commenced ie Terminations the Merits 
Cases Disposed After After Cases 
Circuit end Nature Pending of by Oral Submission Pending 
Of Provesding Oct. 1,1997 | Total Original fReinststed*| Total | Consoldstion| Total ByJudge By Staff Total Hearing onBriefs | Sept. 30, 19968 
OIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 3,349 3,443 3,377 66 3,910 336 1,470 317 1,183 2,104 1,531 573 2,882 
INSURANCE 742 692 683 9 824 87 314 69 245 423 301 122 610 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 1,090 1,327 1,300 27 1,332 121 578 110 468 633 451 182 1,085 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 71 106 104 2 91 8 43 10 33 40 28 12 86 
PERSONAL INJURY/PROD 
LIABILITY 667 318 310 8 651 31 135 27 108 485 440 45 334 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 545 hs 718 16 7H 56 288 63 225 386 225 161 549 
PERSONAL PROP. DAMAGE 206 244 240 4 250 29 101 35 66 120 78 Be 200 
ALL OTHER 28 22 22 32 4 11 3 8 17 8 g 18 
GENERAL LOCAL JURISDICTION 17 13 13 - 16 1 4 1 3 11 9 2 14 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 7 . . & 1 . - 5 5 1 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 5 3 3 6 3 1 2 3 3 - 2 
TORT ACTIONS 2 6 6 2 1 1 1 1 6 
PRISONER PETITIONS 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
ALL OTHER 2 3 3 1 1 1 4 
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES 10,170 10,535 16,343 192 10,105 873 2,402 792 4,610 6,830 2,813 4,017 10,600 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE, TOTAL 152 119 117 2 113 12 21 6 15 BO 49 31 158 
MURDER, FIRST DEGREE 138 oa 96 . yw 11 18 5 13 67 42 25 138 
OTHER HOMICIDE 14 23 21 2 17 1 3 1 2 13 7 6 20 
ROBBERY, TOTAL 277 307 306 1 299 14 57 26 31 228 74 154 285 
BANK 258 294 294 278 13 55 26 29 210 69 141 274 
OTHER ROBBERY 1g 13 12 1 21 1 2 2 18 5 13 11 
ASSAULT 71 79 79 82 4 21 14 57 24 33 68 
BURGLARY 5 12 12 - 10 . 4 2 6 2 4 7 
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL 237 269 265 4 263 24 78 27 51 161 78 83 243 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE 64 77 75 2 65 4 14 7 7 42 28 14 76 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC. OF 
STOLEN PROPERTY 88 67 66 1 81 10 25 12 13 46 28 18 74 
POSTAL 32 43 42 1 40 - 11 1 10 29 4 20 35 
OTHER LARCENY AND THEFT 53 82 82 77 5 28 7 21 44 13 31 58 
EMBEZZLEMENT 95 130 130 - 112 9 64 8 16 73 37 42 113 
FRAUD, TOTAL 1,299 1,273 1,236 37 1,328 119 370 113 257 839 416 423 1,244 
INCOME TAX 120 122 118 4 146 9 49 12 37 88 46 a? 96 
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Table B-1A. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
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Procedural 


Cases Terminated — _ 
Terminations on 


Cases Commenced Cases Terminations the Merits | 
Cases Disposed — T After After Cases 
Circuit and Nature Pending of by Orel Submission Pending 
of Proceeding Oct, 1, 1007 Total Original Reinstated’| Total Consolidation | Total By Judge By Staff Tote! Hearing onGriets | Sept, 30, 1008 
POSTAL AND INTERSTATE 
WIRE, RADIO, ETC 334 324 312 12 324 46 74 21 63 202 vu 104 334 
LENDING AND CREDIT 235 237 230 7 219 12 64 24 40 143 76 67 253 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATMNTS 116 104 103 1 117 10 31 4 23 76 a4 42 103 
OTHER FRAUD 494 486 473 13 522 40 162 au 104 330 162 168 458 
AUTO THEFT 65 ya 93 1 60 5 19 1 4 56 27 29 99 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 123 158 155 3 141 7 52 25 27 82 28 54 140 
SEX OFFENSES 137 172 170 2 156 6 37 13 24 113 65 46 163 
DRUGS 4,956 4,845 4,749 96 4,643 44) 1,038 360 678 3,164 1,241 1,923 5,158 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES 
TOTAL 1,627 1,641 1,619 22 1,600 116 312 93 219 1,172 464 688 1,668 
BRIBERY 36 30 30 31 2 10 4 6 19 1 8 35 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING 
AND THREATS 198 163 159 4 169 22 40 13 27 107 58 49 192 
GAMBLING, LOTTERY 13 13 13 1 2 2 9 q 15 
KIDNAPPING 53 63 63 . 61 c) 14 4 10 38 19 19 55 
FIREARMS, WEAPONS 1,035 982 968 14 1,038 54 179 62 117 805 287 518 979 
ESCAPE 70 88 88 77 8 25 2 23 44 17 27 81 
PERJURY 30 16 16 30 2 6 6 22 15 7 16 
DRUNK DRIVING/TRAFFIC 21 16 16 22 6 1 5 16 4 12 15 
OTHER MISCELLANEOUS 
GENERAL OFFENSES 171 170 166 4 161 19 30 7 23 112 64 48 180 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 352 693 685 8 453 13 126 24 102 314 77 237 592 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 754 843 827 16 825 103 243 77 166 479 211 268 772 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 14 20 20 21 2 7 4 3 12 9 3 13 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 3 3 3 3 1 . . 2 1 1 3 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 30 17 17 23 4 2 2 12 5 7 24 
CIVIL RIGHTS 28 42 4) 1 27 7 8 3 12 6 43 
WITNESS INTIMIDATION 60 63 63 53 8 7 3 38 25 13 70 
EXPLOSIVES/NON-VESSEL 96 107 106 1 92 12 25 9 16 55 42 13 111 
OTHER 523 591 577 14 606 64 194 56 138 348 123 225 508 


NOTE: THIS TABLE INCLUDES REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE US COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
“INCLUDES ONLY APPEALS REINSTATED AFTER BEING TERMINATED DUE TO PROCEDURAL DEFAULTS 
‘COLLECTION OF DATA FOR THIS CATEGORY BEGAN ON JANUARY |, 1997 
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Table B-2. 


Petitions for Review on Writ of Certiorari to the Supreme Court Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 


During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Circuit and Nature 
of Proceeding —-_— 


See 


Total 
Criminal 
U.S. Civil 
Private Civil 
Administrative Appeals 


DC Circuit 
Criminal 
U.S. Civil 
Private Civil 
Administrative Appeals 


tet Circuit 
Criminal 
U.S. Civil 
Private Civil 
Administrative Appeals 


2nd Circuit 
Criminal 
U.S. Civil 
Private Civil 
Administrative Appeals 


3rd Circuit 
Criminal 
U.S. Civil 
Private Civil 
Administrative Appeals 


ee — a 


Pending 


October 1, 1997" | 


2,229 
726 
391 

1,013 

99 


34 
9 
15 
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17 
23 
62 
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Terminated 


_Senied 


Dismissed | September 30, 1998 


412 
87 
67 

236 
22 
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2,048 
650 
353 
959 
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Table B-2. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Terminated 
Circuit and Nature Pending Pending 
of Proceeding | October 1, 1997° Filed Granted Denied Dismissed | September 30, 1998 

4th Circuit 94 569 § 539 2 117 
Criminal 17 219 0 211 1 24 
U.S. Civil 14 92 0 84 0 22 
Private Civil 59 239 3 231 0 64 
Administrative Appeals 4 19 2 13 1 7 

5th Circuit 273 616 1 656 3 219 
Criminal 113 245 2 298 0 58 
U.S. Civil 30 43 1 45 1 26 
Private Civil 122 320 8 300 1 133 
Administrative Appeais 8 8 0 13 1 2 

6th Circuit 141 422 9 364 6 184 
Criminal 37 125 0 112 0 50 
U.S. Civil 17 49 6 32 2 26 
Private Civil 78 239 3 206 4 104 
Administrative Appeais 9 9 0 14 0 4 

7th Circuit 168 482 15 413 1 221 
Criminal 52 220 0 180 0 92 
U.S. Civil 56 146 6 127 1 68 
Private Civil 51 101 5 97 0 50 
Administrative Appeals y 15 4 9 0 11 

8th Circuit 327 418 22 317 396 10 
Criminal 69 119 2 101 85 0 
U.S. Civil 78 55 1 60 62 10 
Private Civil 170 228 19 150 229 0 
Administrative Appeals 10 16 0 6 20 0 
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Table B-2. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Terminated 
Circuit and Nature 
of Proceeding October 1, 1997° Filed Granted Denied Dismissed | September 30, 1998 

9th Circuit 603 967 12 837 0 721 

Criminal 211 284 0 264 0 231 

U.S. Civil 107 151 6 125 0 127 

Private Civil 236 511 6 424 0 317 

Administrative Appeals 49 21 0 24 0 46 

10th Circuit 86 298 7 290 0 87 

Criminal 23 125 2 120 0 26 

U.S. Civil 16 43 0 44 0 15 

Private Civil 45 126 5 121 0 45 

Administrative Appeals 2 4 0 5 0 1 

in 11th Circuit 178 463 7 477 3 154 
4 Criminal 99 242 1 270 1 69 
U.S. Civil 10 17 0 22 1 4 

Private Civil 68 197 6 181 1 77 

Administrative Appeals 1 7 0 4 0 4 


NOTE: ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS INCLUDE APPLICATIONS FOR ENFORCEMENT OR PETITIONS FOR REVIEW OF ORDERS OF ADMINISTRATIVE BOARDS OR AGENCIES. THIS TABLE DOES NOT 
INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
“REVISED. 
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Table B-3. 


U.S. Courts of Appeais—Sources of Appeals and Original Proceedings Commenced, by Circuit 


For the Tweive-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1994 Through 1998 


Source 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
TOTAL APPEALS 48,322 50,072 51,991 §2,319 53,805 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 42,983 44,365 47,026 45,935 48,057 
BANKRUPTCY 1,382 1,667 1,434 1,158 1,203 
ADMIN. AGENCIES, TOTAL 3,369 3,295 2,827 4,412 3,793 
U.S. TAX COURT 397 390 332 323 368 
LABR 39 41 26 43 23 
FCC 175 157 128 274 182 
FERC 458 222 145 230 284 
FTC 4 5 2 1 1 
NLRB 481 533 446 443 354 
EPA 125 133 87 216 97 
ICC 31 29 23 3 2 
INS 983 1,180 1,063 1,921 1,936 
OTHER ADMIN. AGENCIES 676 605 575 958 546 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 588 745 704 814 752 
DC CIRCUIT 1,770 1,625 1,347 1,531 1,627 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 850 923 817 767 1,012 
BANKRUPTCY 13 11 8 5 8 
U.S. TAX COURT 5 9 12 11 11 
NLRB 29 43 42 46 37 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 810 565 420 670 521 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 63 74 48 32 38 
1ST CIRCUIT 1,370 1,339 1,367 1,449 1,437 
ME 109 149 144 168 134 
MA 559 582 554 599 556 
NH 126 95 99 133 119 
RI 133 158 175 111 130 
PR 334 236 291 312 331 
BANKRUPTCY 26 31 41 36 34 
U.S. TAX COURT 1 4 7 5 10 
NLRB 19 22 10 12 11 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 51 54 32 61 58 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 12 8 14 12 54 
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Table B-3. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Source 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 

2ND CIRCUIT 3,986 3,987 4,562 4,816 4,796 
CT 394 365 386 424 360 
NY,N 328 396 404 407 424 
NY,E 833 947 998 1,135 1,116 
NY,S 1,613 1,488 1,811 1,886 1,844 
NY,W 290 278 362 277 376 
vT 110 102 87 96 94 
BANKRUPTCY 113 109 168 110 91 
U.S. TAX COURT 49 35 58 57 35 
NLRB 87 81 67 57 50 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 128 131 136 262 365 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 41 55 85 105 41 

3RD0 CIRCUIT 3,675 3,485 3,604 3,458 3,613 
DE 143 106 133 120 142 
NJ 788 849 816 831 847 
PA,E 1,285 1,105 1,131 1,078 1,145 
PA,M 461 446 521 444 454 
PA,W 564 560 633 559 572 
vi 147 87 82 97 69 
BANKRUPTCY 92 84 98 111 77 
U.S. TAX COURT 20 40 19 13 35 
NLRB 60 68 36 35 49 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 73 97 79 107 122 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 42 43 56 63 101 

4TH CIRCUIT 3,994 5,193 4,914 4,754 4,897 
MD 652 757 718 863 859 
NC,E 433 506 530 503 428 
NC,M 198 285 266 215 268 
NC,W 192 262 307 280 269 
SC 451 595 670 690 708 
VA,E 998 1,161 1,183 1,062 1,145 
VA,W 413 493 499 395 492 
WV.N 108 169 157 136 127 
WV,S 188 164 221 187 175 
BANKRUPTCY 106 544 137 81 125 
U.S. TAX COURT 26 25 19 23 17 
NLRB 43 49 46 31 32 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 172 166 144 262 219 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 14 17 17 26 33 
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Source 1994 1995 1996 1997 1996 

STH CIRCUIT 6,264 6,513 7,546 7,573 8,096 
LA,E 603 604 686 612 711 
LA.M 150 185 226 218 201 
LA,W 407 475 442 433 530 
MS.N 159 19g 291 213 209 
MS,S 343 345 341 336 347 
TX,N 1,191 1,179 1,528 1,494 1,478 
T™X,E 564 635 732 901 915 
T™,S 1,320 1,467 1,769 1,608 1,848 
TX,W 932 910 979 1,045 1,303 
BANKRUPTCY 167 162 229 179 195 
U.S. TAX COURT 40 31 3 35 29 
NLRB 16 15 27 14 13 
ADMIN. AGELJCIES 297 223 187 388 219 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 75 83 74 97 96 

6TH CIRCUIT 4,438 4,631 4,606 4,622 4,704 
KY,E 306 375 353 285 360 
KYW 258 272 279 283 266 
MI,E 943 1,014 1,026 1,002 981 
MILW 458 433 467 404 406 
OH,N 636 728 697 773 828 
OH,S 555 500 516 522 608 
TN,E 273 284 326 337 288 
™N.M 266 270 286 268 258 
™N,W 385 399 329 367 410 
BANKRUPTCY 105 87 87 87 73 
U.S. TAX COURT 21 20 20 22 32 
NLRB 78 gu 82 102 51 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 121 111 106 122 103 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 33 39 32 A8 Au 
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Source 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 

7TH CIRCUIT 3,006 3,112 3,248 3,350 3,297 

IL,N 1,117 1,128 1,084 1,165 1,285 
iL,C 345 262 339 336 270 
iL,s 255 261 275 276 299 
IN,N 306 333 366 292 262 
IN,S 289 330 380 422 410 
Wwi,é 312 329 292 344 303 
wi,w 238 218 263 241 254 
BANKRUPTCY 70 67 94 56 48 
U.S. TAX COURT 18 14 12 18 15 
NLAB 38 44 29 62 28 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 85 73 83 108 85 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 23 33 31 30 38 
8TH CIRCUIT 3,193 3,205 3,384 3,335 3,330 

= AR,E 419 417 405 427 443 
w AR,W 171 147 190 163 161 
\A,N 114 115 151 153 129 
\A,S 235 272 244 243 171 
MN 437 433 438 500 474 
MO,E 641 654 682 631 617 
mMO,W 541 559 548 587 679 
NE 200 192 229 210 257 
ND 82 70 72 55 61 
SD 151 145 202 151 166 
BANKRUPTCY 76 63 89 51 48 
U.S. TAX COURT 20 13 17 7 18 
NLRB 30 30 27 24 12 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 45 43 51 98 64 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 31 52 39 35 30 
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Table B-3. (September 30, 1998-—-Continued) 
Source 1994 1995 1996 1997 | 1998 
9TH CIRCUIT 8,092 8,415 8,502 € 692 9,070 
AK 170 183 161 142 159 
AZ 720 684 767 680 654 
CA,N 910 796 866 964 927 
CAE 529 707 663 663 705 
CA,C 1,883 1,871 1,970 1,848 2,133 
CA,S 421 538 541 521 634 
HI 207 210 179 191 171 
ID 137 142 119 90 139 
MT 189 184 151 163 167 
NV 427 484 430 426 422 
OR 554 517 534 567 466 
WA,E 199 185 196 156 140 
WA,W 429 436 554 453 528 
GUAM 56 32 51 61 46 
2 NMI 13 16 21 12 12 
BANKRUPTCY 334 298 286 293 323 
U.S. TAX COURT 145 149 89 83 87 
NLRB 63 63 58 40 40 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 530 709 673 1,177 1,173 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 176 211 193 162 144 
10TH CIRCUIT 2,714 2,619 2,582 2,629 2,582 
co 555 528 537 477 470 
KS 407 426 403 408 358 
NM 275 287 293 414 353 
OK,N 249 267 293 243 237 
OK,E 158 190 139 139 169 
OK,W 457 447 444 411 496 
UT 251 210 186 207 208 
wy 123 77 122 130 107 
BANKRUPTCY 99 68 62 39 47 
U.S. TAX COURT 25 25 17 33 50 
NLRB 10 12 4 5 8 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 78 56 44 77 43 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 27 26 38 46 36 
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Table B-3. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Source 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 

11TH CIRCUIT 5,730 5,948 6,329 6,110 6,356 
AL,N 520 466 547 417 379 
AL,M 347 357 358 300 316 
AL,S 289 268 310 240 229 
FL,N 377 433 422 434 480 
FL,M 1,158 1,138 1,311 1,080 1,222 
FL,S 1,234 1,381 1,525 1,637 1,836 
GA,N 882 962 920 778 766 
GA,M 284 270 257 250 372 
GA,S 271 250 328 361 372 
BANKRUPTCY 181 143 135 110 134 
U.S. TAX COURT 27 25 27 16 29 
NLRB 8 7 18 15 23 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 101 144 94 314 99 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 51 104 77 158 99 


NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL 
CIRCUIT 


Table B-3A. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals—Sources of Appeals in Civil and Criminal Cases 
From U.S. District Courts During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Commenced Disposed of 
Circuit and District Total Civil Criminal Total Civil Criminal 
TOTAL 48,057 37,522 10,535 46,316 36,211 10,105 


Table B-3A. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Commenced Disposed of 
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Table B-3A. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Commenced Appea!s Disposed of 
Circuit and District Total Civil Criminal Total Civil Criminal 

9TH 7,303 5,629 1,674 6,975 5,551 1,424 
AK 159 120 39 145 118 27 
AL 654 485 169 652 496 156 
CA,N 927 835 92 895 791 104 
CA,E 705 559 146 666 566 100 
CA,C 2,133 1,664 469 1,955 1,576 379 
CA,S 634 348 286 537 342 195 
Hi 171 140 31 178 144 34 
iD 139 100 39 119 89 30 
MT 167 101 66 148 88 60 
NV 422 334 88 417 355 62 
OR 466 393 73 567 454 113 
WA,E 140 97 43 150 102 48 
WA,W 528 428 100 482 395 87 
GUAM 46 17 29 54 28 26 
NMI 12 8 4 10 7 3 

10TH 2,398 1,885 §13 2,441 1,874 567 
co 470 408 62 454 379 75 
KS 358 273 85 422 325 97 
NM 353 237 116 403 274 129 
OK,N 237 195 42 239 190 49 
OK,E 169 144 25 124 100 ra | 
OK,W 496 415 81 465 378 87 
UT 208 132 76 216 149 67 
wy 107 81 26 118 79 39 

11TH 5,972 4,244 1,728 5,983 4,196 1,787 
AL,N 379 314 65 478 413 65 
AL,M 316 263 53 289 217 72 
AL,S 229 131 98 276 178 98 
FL,N 480 335 145 469 281 188 
FL,M 1,222 902 320 1,239 905 334 
FL,S 1,836 1,183 653 1,819 1,115 704 
GA,N 766 605 161 788 608 180 
GA,M 372 246 126 283 212 71 
GA,S 372 265 107 342 267 75 


NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED. AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE US COURT OF APPEALS FOR 
THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 
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Table B-4. 


U.S. Courts of Appeais—Median Time Intervais in Cases Terminated After Hearing or Submission 


During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


From Filing of From of Filing 
Notice of Last ow to From Hearing From Submission —— yy m. & 
Appeal to Hearing or to Final to Final Appeal to Final to Final Disposition 
Filing Last Brief Submission Disposition Disposition Disposition in Appellate Court 
Total 
Circuit Cases Cases interval Cases | interval Cases | interval Cases interval Cases interval Cases interval 

ALL CASES 

TOTAL 24,910 18,387 5.5 19,684 3.9 10,215 2.2 14,695 7 22,674 11.6 22,674 27.0 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 633 273 7.3 419 22 339 19 2g 6 453 94 453 25.9 
FIRST 740 617 49 4 15 Mey 29 311 12 683 g4 683 28.1 
SECOND 1,721 1,337 3.8 1,401 43 1,168 7 553 3 1,599 10.2 1,599 30.0 
THIRD 1,740 1,277 47 1,343 22 507 16 1.233 19 1,573 95 1,573 246 
FOURTH 2,569 1,250 46 1,397 44 658 29 1,911 7 2,330 10.2 2.330 23.5 
FIFTH 3,552 2,709 6.5 2.794 3.5 1,354 3.1 2.198 9 3,351 11.3 3,351 25.4 
SIXTH 1,943 1,623 6.1 1,721 6.6 996 2.0 ga 1.3 1,799 15.0 1,799 30.5 
SEVENTH 1,415 1,058 42 1,120 3.0 839 2.7 576 3 1,306 10.3 1,306 25.9 
EIGHTH 1,856 1,346 3.6 1,379 3.6 792 27 1,064 3 1,784 88 1,784 22.6 
NINTH 4,337 3,056 5.€ 3,531 5.7 1,624 16 2.713 2 3,558 13.8 3,558 29.3 
TENTH 1,576 1,369 5.1 1,402 38 551 3.1 1,025 1.1 1,499 11.4 1,499 25.0 
ELEVENTH 2,828 2,472 8.1 2.535 29 958 24 1,870 16 2,739 13.9 2.739 298 
PRISONER PETITIONS 

TOTAL 4,956 2,810 6.2 2,810 3.8 742 2.0 4,214 7 4,956 10.9 4,956 25.4 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA RA 29 8.5 29 1.9 15 23 69 5 mA 68 a4 20.1 
FIRST 59 As 5.6 49 1.1 16 19 43 3.0 59 10.1 59 27.3 
SECOND 317 198 5.3 198 44 114 7 203 3 317 11.0 317 278 
THIRD 444 191 49 191 1.7 39 14 305 13 344 72 344 212 
FOURTH 643 63 54 63 24 54 26 589 6 643 6.4 643 228 
FIFTH 824 412 64 412 3.4 105 1.1 719 7 824 10.4 824 228 
SIXTH 410 318 8.1 318 5.0 61 21 349 13 410 14.7 410 27.6 
SEVENTH 264 164 76 164 3.0 57 24 207 3 264 11.8 264 23.0 
EIGHTH 409 170 5.6 170 38 63 3.3 346 3 409 87 409 20.2 
NINTH 785 638 5.7 638 5.9 140 19 645 2 785 13.6 785 30.7 
TENTH 374 282 40 282 26 22 26 352 1.1 374 8.7 374 20.9 
ELEVENTH 443 296 11.6 296 27 56 22 387 1.3 443 148 443 29.3 
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Table B-4. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Fr Fiingot | From Filing of |  FromFiling — 
Motion of s “Unet Brief to From Hearing From Submission Notice af in Lower Sour 
Appeal to Hearing or to Final to Final Appeal to Final to Final Disposition 
Filing Last Brief Submission — = —— an Disposition — Disposition — - in Appeliate Court 
Total 
Circult Cases Cases interval Cases | interval Cases | interval Cases interval Cases interval Cases interval 
OTHER CiViL 
TOTAL 10,318 6,004 6.0 6,004 4.2 6,662 2.6 4,656 a 10,318 11.7 10,318 20.4 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 265 156 7.3 156 2.0 125 18 140 5 265 9.6 265 27.9 
FIRST 395 358 42 358 1.6 267 3.2 128 2.5 395 9.0 395 31.1 
SECOND 845 735 3.6 735 42 706 4 139 3 845 10.2 845 32.0 
THIRD 762 672 45 672 26 320 1.6 442 2.1 762 99 762 25.4 
FOURTH 927 535 3.9 535 46 363 2.9 564 6 927 10.6 927 23.9 
FIFTH 1,433 1,332 5.9 1,332 44 823 68 610 1.5 1,433 12.4 1,433 32.6 
SIXTH 850 807 5.6 807 6.8 542 21 308 1.4 850 14.5 850 32.0 
SEVENTH 648 574 3.7 574 3.3 446 3.1 202 3 648 10.3 648 29.6 
EIGHTH 901 764 3.6 764 3.9 469 26 432 3 901 9.2 901 25.3 
NINTH 1,628 1,380 5.5 1,380 6.9 846 17 782 2 1,628 14.8 1,628 31.3 
TENTH 644 623 45 623 48 283 3.6 361 1.6 644 12.8 644 29.0 
ELEVENTH 1,020 968 63 968 3.1 472 23 548 1.7 1,020 12.0 1,020 30.4 
CRIMINAL 
TOTAL 6,630 6,194 6.3 6,194 3.4 2,613 1.8 4,017 4 6,830 11.9 6,830 25.2 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 100 45 6.9 85 1.9 58 1.4 42 7 100 10.4 100 24.5 
FIRST 212 96 6.8 196 1.4 114 2.9 98 6 212 10.6 212 24.5 
SECOND 408 376 3.9 376 45 260 6 148 3 408 9.8 408 28 4 
THIRD 422 373 5.1 373 2.0 100 1.6 322 23 422 9.9 422 25.6 
FOURTH 702 622 5.2 622 46 150 3.1 552 9 702 12.1 702 23.6 
FIFTH 1,017 895 7.5 895 2.3 339 1.6 678 7 1,017 11.2 1,017 20.7 
SIXTH 498 458 6.7 458 6.9 304 1.4 194 1.4 498 16.1 498 30.6 
SEVENTH 361 291 44 291 27 256 2.0 105 3 361 9.5 361 23.7 
EIGHTH 434 374 3.1 374 2.7 218 2.5 216 3 434 8.0 434 19.9 
NINTH 995 919 5.8 919 4.3 409 1.5 586 2 995 12.4 995 26 2 
TENTH 456 442 6.0 442 3.2 221 2.6 235 1.0 456 11.9 456 23.0 
ELEVENTH 1,225 1,163 9.9 1,163 28 384 2.5 841 1.7 1,225 15.5 1,225 29.6 
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Table B-4. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


F Fi From Filing of 
Mlotice of | LastBriefto | FromHearing | From Submission | 'n filing R.—. - 3 
Appeal to Hearing or to Final to Final Appeal to Final to Final Disposition 
Filing Last Brief Submission Disposition Disposition Disposition in Appellate Court 
Total 
Circuit Cases Cases interval Cases | Interval Cases | interval Cases interval Cases interval Cases interval 

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY 

TOTAL 1,661 - . 1,296 43 666 2.1 905 4 . . - - 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 158 146 2.6 136 2.0 22 6 
FIRST 27 25 1.6 19 2.0 a 3 
SECOND 88 64 41 64 1.2 24 4 
THIRD 94 66 1.8 27 1.7 67 1.9 
FOURTH 208 146 4.1 62 2.9 146 7 
FIFTH 100 85 4.0 40 1.7 60 1.2 
SIXTH 108 98 6.2 60 2.3 48 1.3 
SEVENTH 77 62 2.9 55 1.8 22 4 
EIGHTH 45 33 4.1 20 49 25 3 
NINTH 642 475 6.9 143 1.6 499 2 
TENTH 41 33 4.3 12 3.9 29 1.2 
ELEVENTH 73 63 2.8 28 2.2 45 1.8 
BANKRUPTCY 

TOTAL 570 479 4.6 479 4.3 306 2.2 264 8 570 11.9 570 22.2 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 4 3 5.5 3 1.0 1 , 3 5 4 8.0 4 25.2 
FIRST 17 14 5.1 14 1.6 12 2.6 « 1.2 17 9.2 17 25.3 
SECOND 29 28 3.5 28 41 24 9 5 6 29 10.6 18.5 
THIRD 45 41 4.6 41 2.9 18 4.0 27 2.3 45 10.3 45 20.3 
FOURTH 58 30 3.4 30 3.6 27 2.1 31 6 58 9.8 19.4 
FIFTH 77 70 41 70 3.5 47 2.2 30 1.6 77 9.7 77 19.6 
SIXTH 41 40 5.8 40 bP 25 2.2 16 2.7 41 15.7 41 24.1 
SEVENTH 33 29 3.1 29 3.7 25 4.0 4 2 33 11.3 33 20.2 
EIGHTH “40 38 3.5 38 47 22 2.8 18 4 40 10.5 40 18.8 
NINTH 150 119 5.0 119 7.4 74 1.0 76 2 150 14.5 150 25.9 
TENTH 25 22 5.5 22 4.7 13 2.5 12 7 25 13.1 25 22.6 
ELEVENTH 51 45 6.5 45 3.5 18 2.8 33 1.1 51 12.5 51 24.8 


NOTE: THE SUBTOTALS DO NOT ADD UP TO THE NUMBER FOR TOTAL CASES BECAUSE TOTAL CASES INCLUDE ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS NOT REPORTED SEPARATELY IN THIS TABLE. THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA 
FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 
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Table B-5. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Terminated on the Merits, by Circuit 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Terminations on the Merits 
Total Percent 
Circuit and Nature Appeals of Total Aftirmed/ Percent 
of Proceeding Terminated’ | Terminations Total Entorced Dismissed Reversed Remanded Other Reversed? 

ALL CIRCUITS 62,002 47.9 24,010 10,414 1,903 2,558 608 427 10.4 
CRIMINAL 10,105 67.6 6,830 5,638 359 445 118 70 6.5 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 5,663 28.6 1,618 1,257 122 166 52 21 10.3 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 3,893 59.3 2,309 1,896 84 255 44 30 11.0 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 11,214 29.8 3,338 2,408 537 249 44 50 7.5 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 15,441 51.9 8,009 6,215 277 1,221 171 125 15.2 
BANKRUPTCY 1,187 48.0 570 449 20 82 13 6 14.4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 3,721 446 1,661 839 471 110 116 125 6.6 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 778 73.9 575 512 33 30 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,590 39.8 633 490 29 72 28 14 11.5 
CRIMINAL 166 60.2 100 74 3 12 8 3 12.0 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 125 448 56 46 2 3 4 1 5.4 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 301 53.5 161 126 2 25 6 2 15.5 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 58 48.3 28 19 1 4 3 1 14.3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 187 55.6 104 91 2 8 2 1 7.7 
BANKRUPTCY 7 57.1 4 4 . . . - 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 713 22.2 158 111 18 18 § 6 11.4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 33 66.7 22 19 1 2 

FIRST CIRCUIT 1,430 51.7 740 623 6 36 53 22 5.1 
CRIMINAL 377 56.2 212 197 5 8 2 2.4 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 129 20.9 27 20 3 4 . 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 113 62.8 71 62 1 4 4 5.6 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 109 29.4 32 29 1 2 3.1 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 561 57.8 324 260 3 24 32 5 7.4 
BANKRUPTCY 31 54.8 17 13 ° 2 2 . 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 67 40.3 27 12 2 2 2 9 7.4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 43 69.8 30 30 

SECOND CIRCUIT 4,289 40.1 1,721 1,203 199 40 75 204 2.3 
CRIMINAL 746 54.7 408 336 18 6 10 38 1.5 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 301 30.6 92 65 19 3 5 ° 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 318 49.4 157 104 23 8 5 17 5.1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 745 30.2 225 100 61 6 23 35 2.7 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,599 43.0 688 496 60 17 28 87 2.5 
BANKRUPTCY 86 33.7 29 20 2 2 2 3 6.9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 455 19.3 88 Ay 16 . 4 19 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 39 87.2 34 33 1 
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Terminations on the Merits 


Total Percent 
Circult end Nature Appeals of Total Attirmed/ Percent 
of Proceeding Terminated' | Terminations Total Entorced Dismissed Reversed Remanded Other Reversed? 

THIRD CIRCUIT 3,231 53.9 1,740 1,353 147 162 64 14 9.7 
CRIMINAL 531 79.5 422 351 19 33 12 7 7.8 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 359 32.9 118 77 17 14 9 1 11.9 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 227 57.7 131 110 6 9 6 . 6.9 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 614 36.8 226 153 43 18 9 3 8.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,159 54.4 631 483 51 71 23 3 11.3 
BANKRUPTCY 87 51.7 45 % 3 3 3 6.7 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 173 54.3 44 75 4 13 2 13.8 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 81 90.1 73 68 4 1 . 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 5,233 49.1 2,569 2,236 117 187 24 5 7.3 
CRIMINAL 1,100 63.8 702 654 18 28 2 - 4.0 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 892 30.4 271 213 11 42 3 2 15.5 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 343 62.4 214 196 4 Bl 3 . 5.1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,201 31.0 372 300 54 16 1 1 4.3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,248 57.1 713 625 16 64 7 1 9.0 
BANKRUPTCY 107 54.2 58 50 1 7 - - 12.1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 307 67.8 208 172 10 17 8 1 8.2 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 35 88.6 31 26 3 2 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 7,774 45.7 3,552 2,388 431 687 4a é 19.6 
CRIMINAL 1,436 70.8 1,017 817 144 51 5 5.0 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 804 27.4 220 160 29 25 6 11.4 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 391 59.8 234 184 7 38 5 16.2 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 2,621 23.0 604 338 199 60 7 - 9.9 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,970 60.9 1,199 676 43 470 8 2 39.2 
BANKRUPTCY 160 48.1 77 56 1 19 1 24.7 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 289 34.6 100 69 4 15 12 15.0 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 103 98.1 101 88 4 9 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 4,330 449 1,943 1,692 24 217 9 1 11.2 
CRIMINAL 741 67.2 498 441 4 51 2 10.2 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 487 24.6 120 105 2 13 10.8 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 305 56.1 171 151 3 17 - 9.9 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,024 28.3 290 264 3 22 1 7.6 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,424 47.7 679 587 3 83 6 12.2 
BANKRUPTCY 94 43.6 41 30 1 10 - 24.4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 208 51.9 108 89 - 18 1 16.7 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 47 76.6 36 25 8 3 
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Terminations on the Merits 
Total Percent 
Circuit end Neture Appeals of Total Aftirmeds) Percemt 
of Proceeding Terminated' | Terminations Total Enforced Dismissed Reversed Remanded Other | Reversed’ 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 3,261 43.4 1,418 1,192 43 104 E) ao 13.1 
CRIMINAL 579 62.3 361 277 42 28 5 9 78 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 485 21.9 106 87 16 1 2 15.1 
OTHER U.S. CiViL 187 57.8 108 85 17 1 5 15.7 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 647 24.4 158 129 21 5 3 13.3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,106 48.8 540 421 1 87 17 14 16.1 
BANKRUPTCY 65 50.8 33 25 7 1 - 21.2 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 156 49.4 77 59 5 6 7 6.5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 36 88 9 32 29 3 . 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 3,307 54.6 1,056 1,569 73 179 22 13 e7 
CRIMINAL 651 66.7 434 377 1 39 5 é 9.0 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 374 24.6 92 64 8 14 5 1 15.2 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 315 70.5 222 188 8 25 1 - 11.3 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 775 40.9 317 275 22 15 2 3 4.7 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,086 62.5 679 573 19 78 7 2 11.5 
BANKRUPTCY 62 64.5 40 33 2 5 - - 12.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 105 42.9 45 % - 2 2 5 44 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 29 93.1 27 23 3 1 . - 

NINTH CIRCUIT 8,425 §1.5 4,337 3,150 S89 ws 193 se 7.3 
CRIMINAL 1,424 69.9 995 821 72 53 43 6 5.3 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 692 29.8 206 177 5 10 12 2 49 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 759 60.3 458 Ko] 17 45 7 5 9.8 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,668 34.7 579 476 26 43 30 4 7.4 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,432 48.1 1,170 970 47 125 25 3 10.7 
BANKRUPTCY 300 50.0 150 123 7 16 3 1 10.7 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 1,004 63.9 642 71 410 13 73 75 2.0 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 146 93.8 137 128 5 4 - - . 

TENTH CIRCUIT 2,614 60.3 1,576 1,261 93 179 % 7 11.4 
CRIMINAL 567 80.4 456 396 12 37 10 1 8.1 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 305 50.5 154 115 17 15 5 2 9.7 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 278 70.9 197 182 5 38 2 - 19.3 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 493 446 220 155 44 13 8 - 5.9 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 798 58.0 447 355 11 67 10 4 15.0 
BANKRUPTCY 56 446 25 21 4 - - 16.0 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 80 51.3 41 35 3 2 1 - 49 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 37 97.3 36 32 1 3 - - 
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Terminations on the Merits 
Total Percem 
Circult and Meture Apprais of Total Affirsaed/ Percent 
of Proceeding Terminated’ | Terminations Total Enforced Drsmissed Reversed Remanded Other Reversed’ 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 6,428 here.) 2,428 2,337 182 6 24 9 10.8 

CRIMINAL 1,787 68.6 1,225 1,097 16 102 8 2 8.3 

U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 710 22.0 156 128 12 14 1 1 9.0 

OTHER U.S. CIVIL 356 52.0 185 154 8 18 4 1 9.7 

PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,259 22.8 287 170 G4 K 4] 3 - 10.5 

OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,871 446 835 678 21 127 6 3 15.2 

BANKRUPTCY 132 38.6 51 38 3 y 1 - 17.6 

ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 164 445 73 61 4 5 1 2 6.8 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 149 10.7 16 11 4 1 - . 


NOTE: THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DAIA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 

"TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED. AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. 

* PERCENT NOT SHOWN WHERE THE TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES TERMINATED ON THE MERITS IS LESS THAN 10. NO PERCENTAGES OF CASES 
REVERSED OR DENIED HAVE BEEN COMPUTED FOR ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS BECAUSE OF THEIR DIFFERENCE FROM APPEALS. NOR HAVE THEY BEEN 
INCLUDED IN THE PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL APPEALS REVERSED. 
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Table B-5A. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals—Appeals Terminated by Procedural Judgments, by Circuit 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Procedural Terminations 
By Staff 
Total Total Cert. 
Circuit and Nature Appeals Proc. Cross Juris. FRAP CPC Appeai- FRAP 
of Proceeding Terminated Terms. Appeals Total Detects aa Default Denial ability Other | Total 42° Detauit Other 

ALL CIRCUITS $2,002 24,137 31 10,661 2,877 788 104 616 4,828 1,448 13,445 6,725 6,290 430 
CRIMINAL 10.105 2.406 4 792 321 169 13 - - 289 1.610 1.040 482 88 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 5.663 3,971 2.805 272 10 10 2.400 113 1.166 235 900 31 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 3,893 1,385 363 187 63 12 2 99 1,022 577 423 22 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 11,214 7,665 - 4,202 858 29 33 616 2.426 240 3,463 682 2.724 57 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 15,441 6.269 24 1,451 795 427 29 - 200 4.794 3.275 1,431 88 
BANKRUPTCY 1,187 557 3 159 67 46 4 42 395 272 114 9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 3,721 1,694 - 725 377 44 3 301 969 644 216 109 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 778 190 - 164 - . 164 26 - - 26 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,590 672 - 176 99 8 8 1 18 42 496 327 103 66 
CRIMINAL 166 40 - 5 2 - - - 3 35 31 4 . 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 125 59 28 3 - 4 18 3 31 9 20 2 
OTHER US. CIVIL 301 109 26 15 3 - - - 8 83 a4 38 1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 58 27 3 - - 1 1 1 24 1 23 . 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 187 59 - 10 7 3 - 49 % 10 3 
BANKRUPTCY 7 2 - 2 2 - - - - - - . . . 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 713 369 - 97 70 2 3 22 272 206 8 58 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 33 7 - 5 - : 5 2 . 2 

FIRST CIRCUIT 1,430 646 - 299 34 3 - 1 97 164 347 200 112 35 
CRIMINAL 377 150 - 58 - 1 - - 57 92 44 40 8 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 129 102 - 79 1 - - 62 16 23 5 13 5 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 113 41 - 11 1 - - - - 10 30 21 7 2 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 109 75 - 50 2 - 1 35 12 25 4 18 3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 561 213 - 56 18 2 - 36 157 113 32 12 
BANKRUPTCY 31 14 - 7 1 - - 6 7 7 - - 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 67 38 - 29 11 - 18 + 6 2 1 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 4a 13 - o 4 4 - - 4 

SECOND CIRCUIT 4,289 2,299 . 617 85 - . 9 212 311 1,682 863 711 108 
CRIMINAL 746 224 44 10 - - - - of 190 82 70 38 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 301 204 - 97 7 - - - 71 19 107 6 95 6 
OTHER US. CIVIL 318 153 - 19 8 - - - - 11 134 61 68 5 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 745 515 - 282 23 - - 9 141 109 233 16 206 11 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,599 811 - 63 32 - - - : 31 748 481 247 20 
BANKRUPTCY 86 52 - 3 1 - - - - 2 49 36 9 4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 455 335 - 117 4 - - - - 113 218 181 16 21 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 39 5 - 2 - - - - - 2 3 - - 3 
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Table B5-A. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Procedural Terminations 
eta By Staff 
Total Total Cert, 
Circuit and Nature Appeals Proc. Cross Juris. FRAP CPC Appeai- FRAP 
of Proceeding Terminated | Terms. Appeals Total | Defects 42° Default | Denial ability | Other | Total 42° Default | Other 

THIRD CIRCUIT 3,231 1,367 607 171 5 1 10 316 104 760 446 269 16 
CRIMINAL §31 89 26 12 1 1 . 12 63 56 6 1 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 359 241 20? 17 1 177 7 39 12 26 1 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 227 88 a) 13 1 17 57 38 19 . 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 614 383 221 51 . 10 138 22 162 26 130 6 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,159 449 88 67 1 . : 20 361 263 93 5 
BANKRUPTCY 87 37 7 1 6 30 22 8 . 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 173 68 32 10 2 20 36 29 7 . 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 81 2 . . . 2 . . 2 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 5,233 2,235 1 1,176 216 34 1 26 650 49 1,058 654 384 20 
CRIMINAL 1,100 187 . 54 36 3 . . . 15 133 113 17 3 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS BY< 598 485 33 1 449 2 113 39 71 3 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 343 93 15 9 5 . . . 1 78 48 26 4 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,201 809 . 498 61 1 1 26 401 8 311 120 189 2 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,248 425 1 67 42 15 . . . 10 357 285 70 2 
BANKRUPTCY 107 41 14 7 6 1 27 23 3 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 307 78 39 28 3 8 39 26 8 5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 35 4 4 . . 4 . . , . 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 7,774 4,052 . 1,553 600 59 9 135 666 64 2,499 695 1,781 23 
CRIMINAL 1,436 389 81 59 6 . . 16 308 140 165 3 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 804 580 331 66 2 . 255 8 249 24 224 1 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 391 140 31 16 6 1 . . 8 109 37 70 2 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 2,621 2,008 811 246 7 2 135 411 10 1,197 161 1,026 10 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,970 675 141 95 28 5 . 13 534 278 251 5 
BANKRUPTCY 160 78 20 4 6 1 9 58 30 27 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 289 182 138 114 4 20 44 25 18 1 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 103 . . . : . . . - . 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 4,330 2,219 - 1,049 355 23 3 75 528 65 1,170 601 502 67 
CRIMINAL 741 210 59 50 1 . . . # 151 84 47 20 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 487 366 300 48 . 247 5 66 4 48 4 
OTHER US. CIVIL 305 125 32 22 3 1 . . 6 93 52 38 3 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,024 720 478 114 . 1 75 281 7 242 41 192 a) 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,424 664 120 90 15 1 . . 14 544 364 159 21 
BANKRUPTCY 94 49 9 8 1 40 31 8 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 208 74 44 23 3 18 30 20 10 . 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 47 11 7 . . 7 4 . - 4 
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Table B5-A. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Procedural Terminations 
8 By Staff 
Total Tota! Cert. 
Circult and Nature Appeals Proc. Juris. FRAP cPec Appeal- FRAP 
of Proceeding Terminated Terms. Total Detects az Detault Denial ability Other | Total 42° Default Other 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 3,261 1,604 579 160 16 12 40 276 73 1,025 561 467 7 
CRIMINAL 579 130 44 20 2 . . . 22 86 68 16 2 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 485 373 211 26 . 171 14 162 53 109 . 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 187 74 14 13 . . . 1 60 40 20 . 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 647 483 194 29 1 8 40 105 1 289 51 236 2 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,106 450 72 55 . 3 . . 14 378 297 78 3 
BANKRUPTCY 65 25 1 4 1 1 . 14 1 3 . 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 156 66 30 8 14 . 8 36 31 5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 3% 3 3 . . 3 . . . 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 3,397 1,231 750 143 71 20 . 509 7 481 303 168 10 
CRIMINAL 651 98 44 23 18 2 . 1 54 51 3 . 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 374 275 266 8 2 2 254 . 9 6 3 . 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 315 70 18 10 4 4 . . 52 38 13 1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 775 442 314 43 6 9 255 1 128 19 108 1 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,086 292 85 50 33 2 . . 207 166 40 1 
BANKRUPTCY 62 16 2 . 1 1 . 14 13 1 . 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 105 36 20 r) 7 . 4 16 10 . 6 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 29 2 1 . - 1 1 - 1 

NINTH CIRCUIT 8,425 3,735 1,689 531 45 11 70 800 232 2,046 1,381 618 47 
CRIMINAL 1,424 343 122 42 9 3 . . 68 221 205 10 6 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 692 475 408 23 . . 361 24 67 33 31 3 
OTHER US. CIVIL 759 263 63 41 5 2 . 1 14 200 135 63 2 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,668 1,072 701 162 2 3 70 438 26 371 182 185 4 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,432 1,106 253 185 25 3 . . 40 853 663 183 7 
BANKRUPTCY 300 137 26 15 2 . y 111 82 27 2 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 1,004 330 113 63 2 48 217 81 119 17 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 146 9 3 . : 3 6 . . 6 

TENTH CIRCUIT 2,614 941 391 117 8 q 14 175 68 550 379 166 5 
CRIMINAL 567 87 22 15 . . . . 7 65 61 3 1 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 305 149 86 11 1 2 67 5 63 17 46 . 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 278 74 28 14 2 1 - - 11 46 39 7 - 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 493 272 175 29 1 5 14 108 18 97 21 75 1 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 798 293 52 34 3 1 . . 14 241 210 28 3 
BANKRUPTCY 56 29 11 6 1 . 4 18 16 2 . 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 80 36 16 8 . 8 20 15 5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 37 1 1 . 1 . . . 
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Table B5-A. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Procedural Terminations 
8 By Staff 
Total Total Cert. 
Circuit and Nature Appeals Proc. Cross Juris. FRAP cPec Appeal- FRAP 
of Proceeding Terminated Terms. Appeals Total Detects 42° Default Denial ability Other | Total 42° Default Other 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 6,428 3,146 30 1,775 366 514 30 235 381 249 1,341 325 989 27 
CRIMINAL 1,787 459 4 243 52 128 7 56 212 105 101 6 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 710 549 . 312 29 3 2 268 10 237 22 214 1 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 356 155 . 75 25 35 3 . . 12 80 24 54 2 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,259 859 . 475 98 Bl 3 235 113 15 384 40 336 8 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,871 832 23 444 120 302 14 . 8 365 119 240 6 
BANKRUPTCY 132 77 3 47 13 28 1 - . 5 27 1 26 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 164 82 . 50 29 7 . - . 14 32 14 18 . 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 149 133 . 129 . . . . - 129 4 - - 4 


NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. JURIS DEFECTS = JURISDICTIONAL DEFECTS. CPC = CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE CERT 
APPEALABILITY = CERTIFICATE OF APPEALABILITY. THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 


* VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL UNDER RULE 42(B), FEDERAL RULES OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE 
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Table B-6. 
U.S. Courts of Appeails—Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending, by Circuit 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Circuit and Nature Percent Percent Percent 
of Proceeding Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total 
ALL CIRCUITS 53,805 100.0 52,002 100.0 41,649 100.0 
CRIMINAL 10,535 19.6 10,105 19.4 10,600 25.5 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 5,524 10.3 5,663 10.9 3,471 8.3 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 4,292 8.0 3,893 7.5 3,250 7.8 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 11,898 22.1 11,214 21.6 7,143 17.2 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 15,808 29.4 15,441 29.7 12,580 30.2 
BANKRUPTCY 1,203 2.2 1,187 2.3 971 2.3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 3,793 7.0 3,721 7.2 3,461 8.3 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 752 1.4 778 1.5 173 0.4 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,627 100.0 1,590 100.0 1,560 100.0 
CRIMINAL 137 8.4 166 10.4 109 7.0 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 97 6.0 125 7.9 46 2.9 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 515 31.7 301 18.9 416 26.7 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 58 3.6 58 3.6 33 2.1 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 205 12.6 187 11.8 177 11.3 
BANKRUPTCY 8 0.5 7 0.4 6 0.4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 569 35.0 713 44.8 762 48.8 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 38 2.3 33 2.1 11 0.7 
FIRST CIRCUIT 1,437 100.0 1,430 100.0 1,051 100.0 
CRIMINAL 388 27.0 377 26.4 319 30.4 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 127 8.8 129 9.0 90 8.6 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 115 8.0 113 7.9 85 8.1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 88 6.1 109 7.6 63 6.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 552 38.4 561 39.2 395 37.6 
BANKRUPTCY 34 2.4 31 2.2 18 1.7 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 79 5.5 67 4.7 60 5.7 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 54 3.8 43 3.0 21 2.0 
SECOND CIRCUIT 4,796 100.0 4,289 100.0 3,135 100.0 
CRIMINAL 826 17.2 746 17.4 715 22.8 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 359 7.5 301 7.0 228 7.3 
OTHER US. CIVIL 333 6.9 318 7.4 192 6.1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 924 19.3 745 17.4 549 17.5 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,772 36.9 1,599 37.3 1,126 35.9 
BANKRUPTCY 91 1.9 86 2.0 63 2.0 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 450 9.4 455 10.6 214 6.8 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 41 0.9 39 0.9 48 1.5 
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Table B-6. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Circuit and Nature Percent Percent Percent 
of Proceeding Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total 
THIRD CIRCUIT 3,613 100.0 3,231 100.0 2,503 100.0 
CRIMINAL 569 15.7 531 16.4 501 20.0 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 407 11.3 359 11.1 256 10.2 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 273 7.6 227 7.0 183 7.3 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 693 19.2 614 19.0 357 14.3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,287 35.6 1,159 35.9 971 38.8 
BANKRUPTCY 77 2.1 87 2.7 63 2.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 206 5.7 173 5.4 141 5.6 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 101 2.8 81 2.5 31 1.2 
FOURTH CIRCUIT 4,897 100.0 5,233 100.0 3,109 100.0 
CRIMINAL 968 19.8 1,100 21.0 959 30.8 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 817 16.7 892 17.0 375 12.1 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 318 6.5 343 6.6 208 6.7 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,182 24.1 1,201 23.0 477 15.3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,186 24.2 1,248 23.8 813 26.1 
BANKRUPTCY 125 2.6 107 2.0 89 2.9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 268 5.5 307 5.9 182 5.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 33 0.7 35 0.7 6 0.2 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 8,096 100.0 7,774 100.0 5,374 100.0 
CRIMINAL 1,559 19.3 1,436 18.5 1,355 25.2 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 835 10.3 804 10.3 487 9.1 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 421 5.2 391 5.0 272 5.1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 2,845 35.1 2,621 33.7 1,545 28.7 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,882 23.2 1,970 25.3 1,392 25.9 
BANKRUPTCY 195 2.4 160 2.1 151 2.8 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 261 3.2 289 3.7 167 3.1 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 98 1.2 103 1.3 5 0.1 
SIXTH CIRCUIT 4,704 100.0 4,330 100.0 4,107 100.0 
CRIMINAL 929 19.7 741 17.1 1,080 26.3 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 500 10.6 487 11.2 321 7.8 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 351 7.5 305 7.0 307 7.5 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,091 23.2 1,024 23.6 737 17.9 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,534 32.6 1,424 32.9 1,418 34.5 
BANKRUPTCY 73 1.6 94 2.2 52 1.3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 186 4.0 208 48 187 4.6 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 40 0.9 47 1.1 5 0.1 
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RE A a tS SS a EN TA RATS EI TOES 
Table B-6. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Terminations Pending 

Circuit and Nature Percent Percent Percent 
of Proceeding Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 3,297 100.0 3,261 100.0 2,366 100.0 
CRIMINAL 595 18.0 579 17.8 485 20.5 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 435 13.2 485 14.9 230 9.7 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 194 5.9 187 5.7 118 5.0 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 719 21.8 647 19.8 575 24.3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,140 34.6 1,106 33.9 804 34.0 
BANKRUPTCY 48 1.5 65 2.0 31 1.3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 128 3.9 156 48 117 49 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 38 1.2 36 1.1 6 0.3 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 3,330 100.0 3,397 100.0 1,953 100.0 
CRIMINAL 649 19.5 651 19.2 406 20.8 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 346 10.4 374 11.0 191 9.8 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 309 9.3 315 9.3 174 8.9 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 816 24.5 775 22.8 429 22.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,038 31.2 1,086 32.0 657 33.6 
BANKRUPTCY 48 1.4 62 1.8 27 1.4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 94 2.8 105 3.1 66 3.4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 30 0.9 29 0.9 3 0.2 
NINTH CIRCUIT 9,070 100.0 8,425 100.0 8,279 100.0 
CRIMINAL 1,674 18.5 1,424 16.9 1,892 22.9 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 616 6.8 692 8.2 372 45 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 776 8.6 759 9.0 722 8.7 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,734 19.1 1,668 19.8 1,118 13.5 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,503 27.6 2,432 28.9 2,468 29.8 
BANKRUPTCY 323 3.6 300 3.6 324 3.9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 1,300 14.3 1,004 11.9 1,357 16.4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 144 1.6 146 1.7 26 0.3 
TENTH CIRCUIT 2,582 100.0 2,614 100.0 2,050 100.0 
CRIMINAL 513 19.9 567 21.7 464 22.6 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 288 11.2 305 11.7 182 8.9 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 278 10.8 278 10.6 224 10.9 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 518 20.1 493 18.9 341 16.6 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 801 31.0 798 30.5 714 34.8 
BANKRUPTCY 47 1.8 56 2.1 31 1.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 101 3.9 80 3.1 91 4.4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 36 1.4 37 1.4 3 0.1 
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Table B-6. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 

Circuit and Nature Percent Percent Percent 

of Proceeding Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total 
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 6,356 100.0 6,428 100.0 6,162 100.0 
CRIMINAL 1,728 27.2 1,787 27.8 2,315 37.6 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 697 11.0 710 11.0 693 11.2 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 409 6.4 356 5.5 349 5.7 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,230 19.4 1,259 19.6 919 14.9 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,908 30.0 1,871 29.1 1,645 26.7 
BANKRUPTCY 134 2.1 132 2.1 116 1.9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 151 2.4 164 2.6 117 1.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 99 1.6 149 2.3 8 0.1 


NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED. REMANDED. AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR 
THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 
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Table B-7. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals—Nature of Suit or Offense in Cases Arising From the U.S. District Courts, by Circuit 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Circuit 
Nature of 
Suit or Offense Total 0.c. Firet Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Seventh Eighth Ninth Tenth Eleventh 
TOTAL CASES 46,067 1,012 1,270 4,214 3,220 4,471 7,642 4,405 3,063 3,158 7,303 2,308 6,072 
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES 10,635 137 3868 626 569 968 1,559 929 595 649 1,674 513 1,728 
TOTAL CiViL CASES 37,622 675 882 3,388 2,660 3,503 5,983 3,476 2,488 2,509 5,629 1,665 4,244 
U.S. CASES 
TOTAL 9,816 612 242 692 680 1,135 1,256 851 629 655 1,392 566 1,106 
U.S. PLAINTIFF 638 § 15 86 49 49 81 62 27 57 90 36 61 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 6 1 ; 3 : ; 1 , 1 . 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 44 2 6 6 1 4 1 7 4 4 4 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 9 . . . 4 3 : . 1 . 1 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY 34 2 3 2 1 4 1 7 8 3 3 
TORT ACTIONS 8 1 1 1 1 4 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 55 1 6 2 1 4 16 6 3 3 8 5 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 43 . H : 5 3 1 2 1 5 3 5 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY 119 7 9 g 16 23 15 2 4 15 2 17 
FAIR LABOR STAND. ACT 10 1 3 . 2 2 ; 1 1 : 
OTHER LABOR 15 2 4 1 2 1 1 3 1 . 
SECUR., COMMOD., & EXCHG. 40 11 6 . 1 . 2 2 8 . 10 
TAX SUITS 62 . . 5 4 2 g 4 6 3 17 4 4 
ALL OTHER 193 5 2 35 18 13 28 18 5 17 24 9 19 
U.S. DEFENDANT 9,178 607 227 606 631 1,086 1,175 789 602 598 1,302 530 1,025 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 107 28 6 7 3 6 9 6 5 7 13 7 1 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 74 1 2 2 3 3 8 5 4 7 33 3 3 
TORT ACTIONS 293 16 11 14 23 30 37 13 11 1 73 11 43 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 443 52 7 28 18 50 49 60 14 22 59 24 60 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 520 61 11 45 34 50 54 40 37 22 93 29 44 
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Table B-7. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Circuit 
Nature of 
Suit or Offense Total D.C. First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Seventh Eighth Ninth Tenth Eleventh 
U.8. DEFENDANT (Continued) 
PRISONER PETITIONS: 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SEN. 4,066 3% 108 301 277 560 643 403 264 288 481 156 529 
HABEAS CORPUS 675 1 "1 19 88 19 109 63 67 41 81 58 108 
HABEAS CORPUS—DEATH 2 . . . : . 1 . 1 . . 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 302 42 6 28 27 6 52 27 1 9 26 49 29 
PRISON CONDITION’ 162 1 . 1 10 37 24 6 40 1 3 1 28 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 327 7 2 10 5 195 6 1 42 7 25 24 3 
LABOR SUITS 57 8 2 4 7 5 3 4 5 2 y 5 3 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS 862 1 23 64 68 60 90 80 39 110 123 107 97 
TAX SUITS 276 8 12 29 17 19 23 30 1 25 76 1 15 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 113 12 7 4 9 4 14 4 5 4 35 12 3 
FREEDOM OF INFOR. ACT 109 64 . 4 3 5 4 1 2 1 12 6 7 
ALL OTHER 800 259 19 46 39 38 49 46 M4 4) 160 27 42 
PRIVATE CASES 
TOTAL 27,706 263 640 2,696 1,980 2,368 4,727 2,625 1,859 1,654 4,237 1,319 3,138 
FEDERAL QUESTION 24,250 217 489 2,289 1,641 2,015 4,199 2,311 1,712 1,624 3,859 1,125 2,769 
MARINE CONTRACT 131 . 6 14 5 7 44 1 1 . 20 . 33 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 475 14 16 55 25 26 59 25 18 25 129 42 41 
EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 45 2 . 3 7 5 1 7 4 5 4 4 3 
MARINE INJURY 132 1 5 4 4 10 56 4 4 3 26 : 10 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS 489 7 9 33 18 31 56 34 103 19 94 25 60 
ANTITRUST 169 2 6 22 23 5 31 8 8 21 24 3 16 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 3,345 46 82 336 213 282 401 308 292 253 357 237 538 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 4,060 45 145 426 375 237 380 475 272 289 667 189 560 
PRISONER PETITIONS: 
HABEAS CORPUS 5,878 a 40 552 341 528 1,375 549 315 436 827 332 574 
HABEAS CORPUS—DEATH 176 . 1 31 48 8 ) 15 40 1 13 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 3,814 47 44 355 234 7 1,191 450 5 264 770 179 268 
PRISON CONDITION' 1,937 2 1 14 103 601 212 82 384 87 80 2 369 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 92 . 3 3 3 15 19 2 6 14 17 4 6 
LABOR MGMT. RELAT. ACT 272 4 6 31 32 22 17 41 36 11 53 6 13 
OTHER LABOR 1,031 g 4) 95 69 76 117 119 106 60 214 44 81 
CPYRGHT., PATENT, &TROMRK. 491 1 16 104 26 22 34 29 23 15 155 5 61 
SECUR., COMMOD., & EXCHG. 177 2 42 12 13 16 18 11 11 35 9 8 
CONST. OF STATE STATS. 129 . 1 14 6 3 19 12 12 15 30 2 5 
ALL OTHER 1,407 28 56 181 134 94 123 139 103 81 317 41 110 
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Table B-7. (September 30, 1998-—Continued) 


Circuit 
Nature of 
Sult or Offense Total D.C. Firet Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Seventh Eighth Ninth Tenth Eleventh 

PRIVATE CASES (Continued) 

DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 3,443 46 181 407 326 353 528 314 147 230 378 194 369 
INSURANCE 692 4 28 54 b4 49 101 63 39 63 106 28 93 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 1,327 21 64 184 119 145 158 117 105 71 159 61 123 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 106 . 5 13 15 1 12 13 1 4 14 a) 4 
PERSONAL INJURY/PROD. 

LIABILITY 318 1 1 32 40 62 41 . 25 18 16 44 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 734 13 40 87 71 W 151 64 1 48 49 62 58 
PERSONAL PROP. DAMAGE 244 7 2 24 17 41 13 1 19 27 18 49 
ALL OTHER 22 . 4 1 1 3 3 5 1 3 

GENERAL LOCAL JURISDICTION § 13 . - : 13 - . - . . - . . 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 3 3 

&% TORT ACTIONS 6 ’ 
PRISONER PETITIONS 1 1 
ALL OTHER 3 3 

CRIMINAL CASES 

TOTAL 10,535 137 388 826 569 968 1,559 929 595 649 1,674 513 1,728 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

HOMICIDE, TOTAL 119 2 3 8 13 23 8 3 3 12 20 17 7 
MURDER, FIRST DEGREE 96 2 3 3 13 21 7 3 3 9 15 1 6 
OTHER HOMICIDE 23 . - 5 . 2 1 . . 3 5 6 1 

ROBBERY, TOTAL 307 3 9 9 14 21 23 45 22 11 87 9 54 
BANK 0494 2 9 8 14 21 23 4d 22 11 81 5 54 
OTHER ROBBERY 13 1 . 1 1 6 4 
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Table B-7. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Circuit 
Nature of 
Suit of Offense Total B.C. Fret Second Third Fourth Fimh Sixth Seventh Eighth Ninth Tenth Eleventh 
GENERAL OFFENSE S (Continued) 
ASSAULT 19 - 1 4 7 7 6 4 3 8 24 5 10 
BURGLARY 12 - - 1 : 2 - - 3 5 - 1 - 
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL 269 8 'S 19 21 27 37 19 22 "1 43 ‘ 40 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE 77 3 5 1 3 20 9 "1 1 4 1 19 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC. OF 
STOLEN PROPERTY 67 3 4 - 6 6 7 3 6 4 11 2 6 
POSTAL 43 2 5 3 7 2 2 1 . 2 12 1 6 
OTHER LARCENY AND THEFT 82 3 3 2 7 16 8 6 5 4 16 3 9 
EMPEZZLEMENT 130 ° 7 9 7 10 21 "1 13 6 19 3 24 
FRAUD, TOTAL 1,273 13 27 153 97 104 157 123 97 71 228 61 142 
INCOME TAX 122 1 1 a 13 9 18 18 7 9 26 7 7 
POSTAL AND INTERSTATE 
WIRE, RADIO, ETC. 324 3 9 45 28 29 Ae 23 35 10 48 13 39 
LENDING AND CREDIT 237 2 1 22 14 17 38 29 15 17 38 11 23 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATMNTS. 104 2 2 14 4 9 7 9 5 7 27 8 10 
OTHER FRAUD 486 5 4 63 38 40 55 da 35 28 89 22 63 
AUTO THEFT o4 - 14 1 3 4 21 12 5 3 7 1 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 158 ? 3 4 8 13 28 18 5 8 38 6 
SEX OFFENSES 172 - 7 9 5 12 18 8 7 23 41 24 18 
DRUGS 4,845 {7 187 316 220 488 736 4ae 250 617 970 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES 
TOTAL 1,541 $2 60 166 92 172 163 161 100 101 178 83 233 
BRIBERY 30 3 3 2 2 5 2 A 2 3 1 3 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING 
AND THREATS 163 1 2 26 12 14 15 8 19 é 15 8 41 
GAMBLING, LOTTERY 13 - . 6 5 . 2 - 
KIDNAPPING 63 1 1 11 1 3 3 7 9 8 7 6 6 
FIREARMS, WEAPONS 982 21 46 78 49 127 es) 119 SL 73 116 52 147 
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Table B-7. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Circuit 
Nature of 
Suit or Offense Total D.C. First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Seventh Eighth Ninth Tenth Eleventh 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES (Continued) 
ESCAPE Bu 1 7 2 6 11 12 7 4 13 6 19 
PERJURY 16 1 2 3 3 : 1 : 2 1 3 
DRUNK DRIVING/TRAFFIC 16 7 3 2 1 3 
OTHER MISCELLANEOUS 
GENERAL OFFENSES 170 4 11 39 23 10 22 7 5 10 21 7 11 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 693 2 17 14 11 14 5 9 238 46 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 843 18 38 83 68 74 86 65 60 §2 134 29 136 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 20 - - 1 3 3 2 9 2 - 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 3 2 . 1 - 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 17 : . 6 3 1 1 : 1 2 4 
CIVIL RIGHTS 42 : 1 4 12 1 5 5 5 3 6 - 
WITNESS INTIMIDATION 63 1 4 1 7 3 3 4 2 2 7 2 27 
EXPLOSIVES/NONVESSEL 107 : 4 10 i) 16 12 4 8 6 9 6 14 
OTHER 591 17 29 68 32 51 62 48 45 38 90 19 Ge 


NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT. 


‘COLLECTION OF DATA FOR THIS CATEGORY BEGAN ON JANUARY 1, 1997. 
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Table B-8. 


U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit—Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Terminations 
Pending Percent Pending 

Source of Appeals Oct. 1, 1997 Filed Total By Judges Other Reversed Sept. 30, 1 

Total' 892 1,454 1,386 1,019 367 26 960 
Board of Contract Appeals 65 54 73 58 15 6 46 
Court of International Trade 73 75 71 59 12 14 77 
U.S. Court of Federal Ciaims 129 193 170 130 40 15 152 
Court of Veterans Appeais 37 122 92 70 22 27 67 
U.S. District Courts 292 419 388 300 88 19 323 
Department of Veterans’ Affairs 1 1 2 1 1 - 0 
international Trade Commission 8 12 10 7 3 - 10 
Merit Systems Protection Board 245 462 482 323 159 7 225 
Office of Personnel Management 0 0 0 0 0 - 0 
Senate Select Committee on Ethics 0 6 2 1 1 - 4 
Patent & Trademark Office 39 68 60 35 25 23 47 
Writs? 3 42 36 35 1 - 9 


‘NO APPEALS WERE MADE FROM DECISIONS OF THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE, THE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE, THE GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE, OR THE OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT. 
? THIS CATEGORY INCLUDES WRITS OF MANDAMUS, OTHER EXTRAORDINARY WRITS. PETITIONS FOR PERMISSION TO ‘PPEAL. AND DISCRETIONARY PETITIONS FOR REVIEW. 
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Table B-9. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals Pro Se Appeals Commenced and Terminated, by Circuit 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Total Cases Pro Se Total Cases Pro Se 
Circuit and Nature of Proceeding Commenced at Filing Terminat at Termination 
ALL CIRCUITS 53,805 22,992 52,002 22,099 
CRIMINAL 10,535 1,020 10,105 1,203 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 5,524 +,520 5,663 4,662 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 4,292 1,485 3,893 1,368 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 11,898 10,564 11,214 9,872 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 15,808 3,631 15,441 3,575 
BANKRUPTCY 1,203 366 1,187 314 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 3,793 885 3,721 735 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 752 321 778 370 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,627 425 1,590 393 
CRIMINAL 137 3 166 1 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 97 70 125 99 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 515 165 301 138 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 58 Ay 58 50 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 205 73 187 44 
BANKRUPTCY 8 7 7 7 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 569 34 713 31 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 38 16 33 13 
FIRST CIRCUIT 1,437 369 1,430 352 
CRIMINAL 388 21 377 25 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 127 81 129 81 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 115 38 113 37 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 88 61 109 70 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 552 111 561 93 
BANKRUPTCY 34 5 31 5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 79 9 67 5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 54 43 43 36 
SECOND CIRCUIT 4,796 1,784 4,289 1,436 
CRIMINAL 826 36 746 137 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 359 248 301 195 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 333 145 318 130 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 924 733 745 567 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,772 468 1,599 333 
BANKRUPTCY 91 28 86 14 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 450 108 455 44 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 41 18 39 16 
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Table B-9. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


ae er 


Total Cases Pro Se Total Cases Pro Se 
Circult and Nature of Proceed'ng Commenced at Filing Terminated at Termination 

THIRD CIRCUIT 3,613 1,456 3,231 1,236 
CRIMINAL 569 85 531 69 
U.S, PRISONER PETITIONS 407 329 359 276 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 273 87 227 77 
PRIV, PRISONER PETITIONS 693 615 614 532 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,287 309 1,159 262 
BANKRUPTCY 77 17 87 20 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 206 1 173 9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 101 3 81 1 
FOURTH CIRCUIT 4,897 2,394 §,233 2,534 
CRIMINAL 968 18 1,100 16 
U.S, PRISONER PETITIONS 817 703 892 782 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 318 135 343 161 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,182 1,087 1,201 1,083 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,186 324 1,248 380 
BANKRUPTCY 125 53 107 35 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 268 62 307 64 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 33 12 35 13 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 8,096 4,313 7,774 4,121 
CRIMINAL 1,559 256 1,436 327 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 835 718 804 701 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 421 123 391 99 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 2,845 2,710 2,621 2,490 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,882 323 1,970 319 
BANKRUPTCY 195 49 160 39 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 241 75 289 80 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 98 59 103 66 
SIXTH CIRCUIT 4,704 2,011 4,330 1,892 
CRIMINAL 929 98 741 96 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 500 424 487 426 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 351 125 305 95 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,091 924 1,024 882 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,534 348 1,424 320 
BANKRUPTCY 73 17 94 12 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 186 55 208 40 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 40 20 47 21 
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Table B-9. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Total Cases Pro Se Total Cases Pro Se 
Circult and Nature of Proceeding Commenced at Filing Terminated at Termination 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 3,297 1,443 3,261 1,427 
CRIMINAL 595 43 579 83 
U.S, PRISONER PETITIONS 435 374 485 416 
OTHER US. CIVIL 194 75 187 72 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 719 653 647 564 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,140 244 1,106 244 
BANKRUPTCY 48 18 65 18 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 128 24 156 17 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 38 12 36 13 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 3,330 1,399 3,397 1,423 
CRIMINAL 649 55 651 71 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 346 277 374 290 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 309 92 315 98 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 816 715 775 662 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,038 226 1,086 266 
BANKRUPTCY 48 10 62 12 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 94 14 105 13 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 30 10 29 11 
NINTH CIRCUIT 9,070 3,707 8,425 3,509 
CRIMINAL 1,674 168 1,424 117 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 616 455 692 527 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 776 288 759 260 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,734 1,442 1,668 1,377 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,503 737 2,432 695 
BANKRUPTCY 323 113 300 99 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 1,300 446 1,004 376 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 144 58 146 58 
TENTH CIRCUIT 2,582 926 2,614 995 
CRIMINAL 513 18 567 44 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 288 245 305 257 
OTHER US. CIVIL 278 79 278 73 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 518 425 493 426 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 801 116 798 135 
BANKRUPTCY 47 4 56 12 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 101 12 80 24 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 36 22 37 24 
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Table B-9. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Total Cases Pro Se Total Cases Pro Se 
Circuit and Nature of Proceeding Commenced at Filing Terminated at Termination 
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 6,356 2,765 6,428 2,781 
CRIMINAL 1,728 219 1,787 207 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 697 588 710 612 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 409 133 356 128 
PRIV, PRISONER PETITIONS 1,230 1,150 1,259 1,169 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,908 552 1,671 494 
BANKRUPTCY 134 40 132 41 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 151 35 164 32 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 99 48 149 98 


NOTE: THIS TABLE DOES NOT INCLUDE DATA FOR THE U S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 
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Table C. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1997 and 1998 


Filings __ Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit 1997 1998 Change 1997 1998 Change 1997' 1998 Change 
TOTAL 272,027 256,787 6.6 249,641 262,301 5.1 272,602 267 ,088 -2.0 
DC 3,003 3,365 12.1 2,784 3,264 17.2 2,870 2,971 3.5 
18T 7,604 7,160 71 7,205 6,760 -7.3 7,766 8,176 5.0 
ME 750 793 5.7 712 752 5.6 453 494 9.1 
MA 3,542 3,263 79 3,454 3,113 -9.9 3,623 3,773 4.1 
NH 655 749 14.4 679 744 9.6 646 651 0.8 
Ri 767 689 “10.2 681 609 “10.6 626 706 12.8 
PR 1,980 1,656 -16.4 1,769 1,542 -12.8 2,438 2,552 4.7 
2ND 24,480 24,691 1.7 23,230 25,460 9.6 30,702 30,133 1.9 
CT 2,861 2,763 -3.4 2,877 2,808 2.4 3,984 3,939 11 
NY.N 1,910 2,114 10.7 1,969 2,044 3.8 3,007 3,077 2.3 
NY,E 7,397 8,190 10.7 6,183 8,222 33.0 9,014 8,982 -0.4 
NY,S 10,271 9,870 -3.9 10,231 10,144 -0.9 11,950 11,676 2.3 
NY,W 1,595 1,490 -6.6 1,529 1,720 12.5 2,303 2,073 -10.0 
VT 446 464 4.0 441 522 18.4 444 386 “13.1 
3RD 22,402 21,398 -4.5 20,762 21,974 5.8 19,268 18,692 -3.0 
DE 774 793 2.5 703 661 -6.0 768 900 17.2 
NJ 6,514 6,292 -3.4 6,521 6,603 1.3 5,765 5,454 5.4 
PA,E 9 409 8,625 -8.3 8,083 9,038 11.8 7,322 6,909 -5.7 
PA,M 2,040 2,173 6.5 2,079 2,088 0.4 1,582 1,667 5.4 
PA,W 3,240 3,036 -6.3 2,964 3,095 4.4 3,021 2,962 -2.0 
vi 434 479 10.4 412 489 18.7 810 800 1.2 
4TH 20,784 20,840 0.3 20,869 21,144 1.3 14,704 14,400 -2.1 
MD 4,443 4,619 4.0 4,307 4,603 6.9 3,393 3,409 0.5 
NC,E 1,549 1,568 1.2 1,501 1,535 2.3 973 1,006 3.4 
NC,M 1,274 1,229 -3.5 1,088 1,293 18.8 936 872 -6.8 
NC,W 1,234 1,068 -13.5 1,091 1,109 1.6 1,083 1,042 -3.8 
Sc 4,045 4,142 2.4 3,905 4,373 12.0 3,307 3,076 7.0 
VA,E 4,405 4,497 2.1 4,283 4,522 5.6 2,114 2,089 “1.2 
VA,W 1,851 1,780 -3.8 1,826 1,898 3.9 1,408 1,290 8.4 
WV,N 710 622 -12.4 789 604 -23.5 523 541 3.4 
WV,S 1,273 1,315 3.3 2,079 1,207 -42.0 967 1,075 11.2 
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Table C. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit 1997 1998 Change 1997 1998 Change 1997' 1998 Change 

34,032 30,720 -9.7 31,160 34,210 9.8 38,706 35,216 -9.0 
LA,E 3,895 3,705 49 3,739 3,846 2.9 3,081 2,940 46 
LA,M 1,256 1,113 “11.4 1,659 2,913 75.6 10,574 8,774 -17.0 
LA,W 2,660 2,425 -8.8 2,841 2,677 5.8 2,403 2,151 -10.5 
MS,N 1,181 1,182 0.1 1,216 1,236 1.6 1,116 1,062 48 
MS,S 2,431 2,258 -7.1 2,330 2,375 1.9 2,124 2,007 “5.5 
TX,N 5,739 5,611 -2.2 5,901 5,726 -3.0 4,159 4,044 -2.8 
TX,E 6,183 4,842 -21.7 3,934 5,052 28.4 6,238 6,028 3.4 
T™,S 7,009 6,409 -8.6 6,042 6,850 13.4 6,341 5,900 -7.0 
TX,W 3,678 3,175 -13.7 3,498 3,535 1.1 2,670 2,310 13.5 

40,388 33,197 -17.8 28,569 32,682 14.4 34,300 34,615 1.5 
KY,E 2,313 2,350 1.6 1,883 2,564 36.2 2,127 1,913 -10.1 
KY,W 1,635 1,573 -3.8 1,526 1,620 6.2 1,447 1,400 -3.3 
MLE 16,500 9,829 -40.4 5,609 6,142 9.5 15,144 18,831 24.3 
MiLW 1,871 1,610 -14.0 1,731 1,879 8.5 1,441 1,172 -18.7 
OH,N 9,585 9,721 1.4 9,923 12,084 21.8 5,755 3,392 41.1 
OH,S 3,137 3,117 -0.6 2,712 3,188 17.6 3,698 3,627 -1.9 
TN,E 2,193 1,841 -16.1 1,948 2,052 5.3 2,191 1,980 -9.6 
™N.M 1,650 1,575 -4.6 1,640 1,538 6.2 1,359 1,396 2.7 
™NW 1,504 1,581 5.1 1,597 1,615 1.1 1,138 1,104 -3.0 

19,657 18,269 7.1 18,914 18,733 -1.0 15,937 15,473 -2.9 
IL,N 9,580 8,878 -7.3 8,930 8,816 -1.3 7,632 7,694 0.8 
1L,c 1,408 1,270 -9.8 1,393 1,248 -10.4 1,228 1,250 1.8 
iL.s 1,511 1,341 -11.3 1,529 1,524 -0.3 1,288 1,105 -14.2 
IN.N 1,882 1,867 -0.8 1,918 1,904 0.7 1,843 1,806 2.0 
IN,S 2,988 2,608 -12.7 2,850 2,950 3.5 2,493 2,151 -13.7 
WILE 1,409 1,383 -1.9 1,438 1,360 -5.4 1,120 1,143 2.1 
WILWwW 879 922 4.9 856 921 8.8 333 324 -2.7 

16,212 14,936 -7.9 16,247 15,731 -3.2 14,211 13,416 -5.6 
AR,E 2,505 2,248 -10.3 2,429 2,436 0.3 2,330 2,142 8.1 
AR.W 1,088 1,072 -1.5 941 1,158 23.1 778 692 -11.1 
1A,N 728 597 -18.0 781 639 -18.2 670 628 63 
1A,S 1,164 1,036 -11.0 1,190 1,062 -10.8 1,077 1,051 -2.4 
MN 2,890 3,001 3.8 3,093 2,764 -10.6 2,353 2,590 10.1 
MO,E 2,929 2,568 -12.3 3,106 2,872 -7.5 2,895 2,591 -10.5 
MO,W 3,008 2,563 -14.8 2,728 2,919 7.0 2,503 2,147 -14.2 
NE 1,105 1,123 1.6 1,174 1,090 -7.2 903 936 3.7 
ND 332 2684 -14.5 336 329 -2.1 282 237 -16.0 
so 463 444 -4.1 469 462 -1.5 420 402 -43 
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Table C. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending _ 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit 1997 1998 Change 1997 1998 Change 1997' 1998 Change 

9TH 38,934 39,010 0.2 36,663 36,812 5.¥ 35,334 35,532 0.6 
AK 635 503 -20.8 595 608 2.2 704 599 “149 
AZ 3,522 3,214 8.8 3,383 3,526 4.2 4,032 3,720 17 
CA,N 5,900 6,234 5.7 5,879 6,171 5.0 5,241 5,304 1.2 
CAE 3,544 3,863 9.0 3,134 3,481 11.1 4,150 4,532 92 
CA,C 11,029 11,721 6.3 10,027 10,800 7.7 8,347 9,268 110 
CA,S 2,550 2,591 1.6 2,677 3,583 33.8 2,839 1,847 36.0 
Hi 1,840 1,075 -416 1,297 1,108 “146 1,517 1,484 22 
1D 627 547 “12.8 583 675 15.8 736 610 17.4 
MT 680 660 -3.0 774 666 “11.4 839 813 3.1 
NV 2,481 2,926 17.9 2,103 2,647 25.9 2,257 2,536 12.4 
OR 2,399 2,201 8.3 2,405 2,220 7.7 1,893 1,874 1.0 
WA,E 658 689 4.7 786 718 8.7 518 489 -5.6 
WA,W 2,922 2,631 -10.0 2,872 2,457 “14.5 2,147 2,321 8.1 
GUAM 82 71 -13.4 93 66 -29.0 64 69 73 
NMI 65 84 29.2 55 66 20.0 48 66 37.5 

10TH 12,533 11,562 -7.8 12,941 11,747 9.2 11,154 10,969 “1.7 
co 2,921 2,854 2.3 3,068 2,787 9.2 2,760 2,827 2.4 
KS 2,032 1,812 -10.8 2,033 1,944 4.4 1,744 1,612 -7.6 
NM 1,822 1,692 7.1 1,980 1,671 -15.6 1,706 1,727 1.2 
OK,N 1,256 1,049 -16.5 1,155 1,146 -0.8 1,109 1,012 8 
OK,E 765 678 -11.4 751 692 7.9 517 503 2.7 
OK,W 2,174 1,992 -8.4 2,186 2,063 -5.6 1,430 1,359 -5.0 
UT 1,171 1,079 -7.9 1,335 1,070 -19.9 1,456 1,465 0.6 
wy 392 406 3.6 433 374 -13.6 432 464 7.4 

11TH 31,908 31,449 1.4 30,207 31,784 5.2 47,630 47,295 0.7 
AL,N 4,978 6,693 34.5 6,044 5,657 -6.4 23,113 24,149 45 
AL,M 1,871 1,505 -19.6 1,833 1,510 -17.6 1,464 1,459 0.4 
AL,S 1,251 1,344 7.4 1,214 1,202 -1.0 1,131 1,273 12.6 
FL,N 1,621 1,608 -0.8 1,681 1,734 3.2 1,660 1,534 76 
FL,M 7,125 6,434 -9.7 6,397 6,652 4.0 6,494 6,276 -3.4 
FL.S 7,361 6,754 -8.3 6,287 7,448 18.5 6,654 5,960 -10.4 
GA,N 4,877 4,587 -6.0 4,243 4,466 5.3 4,030 4,151 3.0 
GA,M 1,576 1,249 -20.8 1,274 1,712 34.4 2,073 1,610 22.3 
GA,S 1,248 1,275 2.2 1,234 1,403 13.7 1,011 883 “12.7 


yA Ee CASES EXCLUDE ASBESTOS CASES TRANSFERRED TO PA,E UNDER ORDER 875 OF THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION 
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Table C-1. 


11.8. District Courts—Civil Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Period Endea September 30, 1998 


ee 


Total Civil Cases U.S. Civil Cases Private Civil Cases 
Pending Pending Pending Pending Pending Pending 
Circuit and District | Sept. 30, 1997 | Commenced | Terminated | Sept. 30, 1996 | Sept. 30, 1997 | Commenced | Terminated | Sept. 30, 1998 | Sept. 30, 1997 | Commenced | Terminated | Sept. 30, 1998 

TOTAL 272,602 256,787 262,301 267,008 47,593 57,862 69,446 45,999 225,009 196,935 202,855 221,089 
pc 2,670 3,965 3,264 2,971 1,618 1,026 1,629 1,714 1,262 1,440 1,436 1,257 
1ST 7,786 7,160 6,760 8,176 1,615 1,650 1,723 1,642 6,171 5,500 6,037 6,634 
ME 453 793 752 494 74 191 173 92 379 602 579 402 
MA 3,623 3,263 9,113 3,773 736 652 708 680 2,887 2,611 2,405 3,093 
NH 646 749 744 651 100 139 161 78 546 610 583 573 
Al 626 689 609 706 116 120 114 122 510 569 495 584 
PR 2,438 1,656 1,542 2,552 589 548 567 570 1,849 1,108 975 1,982 
2ND 30,702 24,891 25,460 30,133 4,790 6,075 5,659 5,006 26,912 18,816 19,601 25,127 
cT 3,984 2,763 2,808 3,939 565 433 538 460 3,419 2,330 2,270 3,479 
NY,N 3,007 2,114 2,044 3,077 392 454 400 446 2,615 1,660 1,644 2,631 
NY,E 9,014 8,190 8,222 8,982 1,951 3,334 2,983 2,302 7,063 4,856 5,239 6,680 
NY,S 11,950 9,870 10,144 11,676 1,370 1,271 1,323 1,318 10,580 8,599 8,821 10,358 
NY.W 2,303 1,490 1,720 2,073 418 443 476 385 1,885 1,047 1,244 1,688 
vT 444 464 §22 386 94 140 139 95 350 324 383 291 
3RD 19,268 21,398 21,974 18,692 2,872 3,830 3,842 2,860 16,396 17,568 18,132 15,832 
DE 768 793 661 900 87 105 93 99 681 688 568 801 
NJ 5,765 6,292 6,603 5,454 1,039 1,090 1,203 926 4,726 5,202 5,400 4,528 
PAE 7,322 8,625 9,038 6,909 690 1,159 1,061 788 6,632 7,466 7,977 6,121 
PA.M 1,562 2,173 2,088 1,667 354 615 567 402 1,228 1,558 1,521 1,265 
PA,W 3,021 3,036 3,095 2,962 595 799 865 529 2,426 2,237 2,230 2,433 
vi 810 479 489 800 107 62 53 116 703 417 436 684 
4TH 14,704 20,840 21,144 14,400 4,163 5,580 5,551 4,192 10,541 15,260 15,593 10,208 
MD 3,393 4,619 4,603 3,409 789 1,144 1,118 815 2,604 3,475 3,485 2,594 
NCE 973 1,568 1,595 1,006 301 581 547 335 672 987 988 671 
NC,M 936 1,229 1,293 872 380 468 524 374 556 761 769 548 
NC,W 1,083 1,068 1,109 1,042 339 307 330 316 744 761 779 726 
sc 3,307 4,142 4,373 3,076 896 1,116 1,129 883 2,411 3,026 3,244 2,193 
VA.E 2,114 4,497 4,522 2,089 338 655 650 343 1,776 3,842 3,872 1,746 
VA,\W 1,408 1,780 1,898 1,290 523 561 587 497 885 1,219 1,311 793 
WV,N 523 622 604 541 171 195 185 181 352 427 419 360 
WV,S 967 1,315 1,207 1,075 426 553 481 498 541 762 726 577 
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Table C-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Total Civil Cases 7 U.S. Civil Cases 
—— ~ ——— ———— — ' 
Pending Pending | Pending Pending | Pending Pending 

Circult and District Sept. 30, 1907 | Commenced | Terminated . 30, 1008 Sept. 30, 1907 Commenced | Terminated Sept. 30, 1908 Sept. 30, 1907) Commenced Terminated | Sept. 30, 1908 

STH 36,706 30,720 34,210 36,216 4,413 6,101 6,571 4,033 34,293 
LAE 3,081 3,705 3,846 2,940 387 451 568 270 2,694 
LA.M 10,574 1,113 2,913 8,774 137 137 171 103 10,437 
LAW 2,403 2,425 2,677 2,151 497 559 637 419 1,906 
MS.N 1,116 1,182 1,236 1,062 168 1868 177 179 948 
MS.S 2,124 2,258 2,375 2,007 354 349 413 290 1,770 
TX,N 4,159 5,611 5,726 4,044 710 1,086 1,039 757 3,449 
TXE 6,238 4,842 5,052 6,028 422 409 392 439 5,616 
TX. S 6,341 6,409 6,850 5,900 863 1,100 1,076 887 5,478 
TX.w 2,670 3,175 3,535 2,310 675 912 1,098 689 1,795 

6TH 34,300 33,197 32,662 34,615 5,684 7,423 6,139 4,068 26,616 
KY,.E 2,127 2,350 2,564 1,913 1,049 1,339 1,391 997 1,078 
KYW 1,447 1,573 1,620 1,400 370 391 443 318 1,077 
MILE 15,144 9,829 6,142 18,831 1,589 2,216 2,719 1,086 13,555 
MILW 1,441 1,610 1,879 1,172 304 336 419 221 1,137 
OH,N 5,755 9,721 12,084 3,392 801 1,059 1,108 752 4,954 
OH,.S 3,698 3,117 3,188 3,627 586 839 739 686 3,112 
TNE 2,191 1,841 2,052 1,980 §53 523 605 471 1,638 
™N.M 1,359 1,575 1,538 1,396 233 288 265 256 1,126 
TN.W 1,138 1,581 1,615 1,104 199 432 450 181 939 

7TH 15,937 18,269 18,733 15,473 2,369 3,000 3,249 2,120 13,568 
1L.N 7,632 8,878 6,816 7,694 800 888 864 824 6,832 
iL.c 1,228 1,270 1,248 1,250 245 311 343 213 983 
i.s 1,288 1,341 1,524 1,105 284 429 461 252 1,004 
INN 1,843 1,867 1,904 1,806 248 269 347 170 1,595 
N.S 2,493 2,608 2,950 2,151 491 525 639 377 2,002 
WiE 1,120 1,383 1,360 1,143 229 307 329 207 891 
WIiw 333 922 931 324 72 271 266 77 261 

8TH 14,211 14,936 15,731 13,416 3,667 4,144 4,743 3,068 10,544 
ARE 2,330 2,248 2,436 2,142 813 705 852 666 1,517 
AR.W 778 1,072 1,158 692 254 395 418 231 524 
1A,N 670 597 639 628 182 193 223 152 488 
1A,S 1,077 1,036 1,062 1,051 260 317 353 224 817 
MN 2,353 3,001 2,764 2,590 445 728 782 394 1,905 
MOE 2,895 2,568 2,872 2,591 560 528 647 441 2,335 
MO.W 2,503 2,563 2,919 2,147 738 743 880 601 1,765 
NE 903 1,123 1,090 936 179 258 278 159 724 
ND 282 284 329 237 125 122 160 87 157 
SD 420 444 462 402 108 155 150 113 312 


Private Civil Cases 


26,529 
3,254 
976 
1,866 
994 
1,909 
4,525 
4,433 
5,309 
2,263 


25,774 
1,011 
1,182 
7,613 
1,274 
8,662 
2,278 
1,318 
1,287 
1,149 


15,269 
7,990 
959 
912 
1,598 
2,083 
1,076 
651 


10,792 
1,543 
677 
404 
719 
2,273 
2,040 
1,820 
865 
162 
289 


26,639 
3,278 
2,742 
2,040 
1,059 
1,962 
4,687 
4,660 
5,774 
2,437 


24,543 
1,173 
1,177 
3,423 
1,460 

10,976 
2,449 
1,447 
1,273 
1,165 


15,484 
7,952 
905 
1,063 
1,557 
2,311 
1,031 
665 


10,988 
1,584 
740 
416 
709 
1,982 
2,225 
2,039 
812 
169 
312 


31,163 
2,670 
8,671 
1,732 

883 
1,717 
3,287 
5,589 
5,013 
1,621 


29,647 
916 
1,082 
17,745 
951 
2,640 
2,941 
1,509 
1,140 
923 


13,353 
6,870 
1,037 

853 
1,636 
1,774 

936 

247 


10,348 
1,476 
461 
476 
827 
2,196 
2,150 
1,546 
777 
150 
289 
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Table C-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Total Civil Cases U.S. Civil Cases Private Civil Cases 
Pending Pending Pending Pending 

Ciroult and District Sept. 30,1907! Commenced | Terminated Sept. 30, 1996] Sept. 30, 1997 Commenced | Terminated | Sept. 30, 1998) Sept. 30,1997) Commenced | Terminated| Sept. 30, 1906 

oTH 35,334 30,010 36,812 35,532 6,042 6,924 6,472 7,304 26,302 50,066 30,340 26,138 
AK 704 503 608 599 166 143 178 131 538 360 430 468 
AZ 4,032 3,214 3,526 3,720 601 583 599 585 3,431 2,831 2,927 3,135 
CA.N 6,241 6,234 6,171 5,304 937 1,395 1,333 999 4,304 4,839 4,838 4,305 
CAE 4,150 3,063 3,481 1,532 742 71 703 750 3,408 3,182 2,778 3,782 
CA,C 8,347 11,721 10,800 9,268 2,254 3,312 2,877 2,689 6,093 8,409 7,923 6,579 
CAS 2,839 2,591 3,583 1,847 48) 660 684 457 2,358 1,931 2,899 1,390 
HI 1,517 1,075 1,108 1,484 158 179 198 139 1,359 896 910 1,345 
1D 738 547 675 610 165 109 159 135 553 438 516 475 
Mi 839 660 686 813 226 167 187 206 613 493 499 607 
NV 2,257 2,926 2,647 2,536 256 397 336 317 2,001 2,529 2,311 2,219 
OR 1,693 2,201 2,220 1,874 388 527 509 406 1,505 1,674 1,711 1,468 
WA,E 518 689 718 489 182 204 220 136 366 485 498 353 
WA,W 2,147 2,631 2,457 2,321 $71 486 442 415 1,776 2,145 2,015 1,906 
GUAM 64 71 66 69 17 29 30 16 47 42 36 53 
NM! 48 84 66 66 H 22 17 13 40 62 49 53 

10TH 11,164 11,562 11,747 10,969 2,607 3,264 3,353 2,828 6,257 6,278 6,304 8,141 
co 2,760 2,854 2,787 2,827 601 768 718 671 2,159 2,066 2,069 2,156 
KS 1,744 1,812 1,044 1,612 44) 547 555 433 1,303 1,265 1,389 1,179 
NM 1,706 1,692 1,671 1,727 502 538 570 470 1,204 1,154 1,101 1,257 
OK,N 1,109 1,049 1,146 1,012 417 312 427 302 692 737 719 710 
OK,E 517 676 692 503 199 226 234 191 318 452 458 312 
OK,W 1,430 1,992 2,063 1,359 374 564 574 364 1,056 1,428 1,489 995 
UT 1,456 1,079 1,070 1,465 292 224 209 307 1,164 855 861 1,158 
wy 432 406 374 464 71 85 66 90 361 321 308 374 

11TH 47,630 31,449 31,784 47,205 6,563 6,826 7,116 6,274 41,067 24,623 24,669 41,021 
AL.N 23,113 6,693 5,657 24,149 422 615 431 606 22,691 6,078 5,226 23,543 
AL,M 1,464 1,505 1,510 1,459 280 274 228 326 1,184 1,231 1,282 1,133 
AL,S 1,131 1,344 1,202 1,273 331 375 322 384 800 969 880 889 
FL,N 1,660 1,608 1,734 1,534 549 464 541 472 1,111 1,144 1,193 1,062 
FL.M 6,494 6,434 6,652 6,276 1,504 1,764 1,606 1,662 4,990 4,670 5,046 4,614 
FL.S 6,654 6,754 7,448 5,960 1,959 1,786 2,331 1,414 4,695 4,968 5,117 4,546 
GA,N 4,030 4,587 4,466 4,151 857 910 927 840 3,173 3,677 3,539 3,311 
GA,M 2,073 1,249 1,712 1,610 387 344 351 380 1.686 905 1,361 1,230 
GA,S 1,011 1,275 1,403 883 274 294 378 190 737 981 1,025 693 


NOTE: PENDING CASES EXCLUDE ASBESTOS CASES TRANSFERRED TO PAE UNDER ORDER 875 OF THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION 
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Table C-2. 


U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Commenced, by Basis of Jurisdiction 


and Nature of Suit, During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


1998 
U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Federal Diversity of Local 
Nature of Suit 1997 Total Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 
TOTAL CASES 272,027 266,787 23,3869 34,463 146,627 51,992 116 
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL 40,636 42,202 15,363 460 6,080 20,363 26 
INSURANCE 8,045 7,270 12 52 928 6,271 7 
MARINE 2,587 2,593 20 10 2,418 141 4 
MILLER ACT 834 862 259 7 596 . . 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 1,056 673 175 10 56 432 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS, TOTAL =‘ 9,677 14,577 14,267 122 120 68 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS 9,098 14,080 14,043 37 . . 
VETERANS’ © VERPAYMENT 115 79 78 1 . . 
OTHER 464 418 146 84 120 68 . 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 18,637 16,317 630 259 1,962 13,451 15 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 5,473 5,663 2,360 400 744 2,113 56 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 334 475 194 24 236 21 . 
FORECLOSURE 3,764 3,790 2,063 111 135 1,428 53 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT 239 225 28 21 69 106 1 
TORTS TO LAND, INCLUDING 
PRODUCT LIABILITY 390 397 8 49 85 255 . 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 746 776 57 195 219 303 2 
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 58,289 50,362 104 3,022 18,265 28,937 34 
PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 53,940 46,496 34 2,795 17,074 26,560 33 
PERSONAL INJURY/ 
PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL 32,856 26,686 - 221 12,119 14,541 5 
AIRPLANE 161 177 1 KI) 140 . 
MARINE 43 68 - 22 46 
MOTOR VEHICLE 537 438 5 24 409 
ASBESTOS 7,143 9,111 - 7,145 1,966 . 
OTHER 24,972 17,092 215 4,892 11,980 5 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 21,084 19,610 34 2,574 4,955 12,019 28 
AIRPLANE 740 733 . 58 184 490 1 
MARINE 2,298 2,110 7 66 1,783 253 1 
MOTOR VEHICLE 5,126 4,933 1 764 153 4,015 - 
ASSAULT, LIBEL, AND SLANDER 859 767 . 61 202 503 1 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 1,943 1,635 106 1,529 . . 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 1,368 1,322 . 592 : 730 . 
OTHER 8,750 8,110 26 927 1,104 6,028 25 
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Table C-2. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


1908 
U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Federal Diversity of Local 
Nature of Suit 1997 Total Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 

PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE, TOTAL 4,349 3,866 70 227 1,101 2,377 1 

FRAUD, INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 2,693 2,170 48 42 854 1,225 1 

OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 1,656 1,696 22 185 337 1,152 . 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL 167,414 158,459 5,572 30,578 121,731 578 
ANTITRUST 598 580 26 6 548 . . 
BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL 4,139 3,833 33 41 3,759 - . 

APPEAL (28 U.S.C. 158) 3,475 3,313 27 34 3,252 

WITHDRAWAL (28 U.S.C. 157) 664 520 6 7 507 
BANKS AND BANKING 280 236 18 27 191 . 
CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL 43,278 42,354 672 2,366 38,835 481 . 

VOTING 141 108 2 7 99 . 

EMPLOYMENT 23,796 23,735 495 1,320 21,540 380 

HOUSING AND ACCOMMODATIONS 854 838 56 31 747 4 

WELFARE 91 66 . 1 55 . 

OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 18,396 17,607 119 997 16,394 97 
COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) 502 593 8 3 582 - . 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 958 997 270 300 427 . . 
DEPORTATION 149 155 - 132 23 . . 
PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL 62,966 54,715 - 9,937 44,777 1 . 

MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 11,675 6,287 6,287 . . 

HABEAS CORPUS—GENERAL 21,621 20,897 2,309 18,588 

HABEAS CORPUS—DEATH PENALTY 237 262 12 250 

MANDAMUS AND OTHER 798 807 346 461 

CIVIL RIGHTS 19,081 13,756 641 13,115 . 

PRISON CONDITION* 9,554 12,706 342 12,363 1 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL 2,384 2,331 2,163 168 . - 

AGRICULTURAL ACTS 146 132 81 51 

FOOD AND DRUG ACT 149 124 115 a] 

DRUG-RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY 1,131 1,106 1,058 48 

AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 24 12 10 2 

OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT 20 5 4 1 

OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 914 952 895 57 
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Table C-2. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


1998 
U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Federal Diversity of 
Nature of Suit 1907 Total Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship 

LABOR LAWS, TOTAL 15,508 14,650 38-! 159 14,107 - 

FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 1,633 1,562 150 29 1,383 

LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 1,927 1,744 64 25 1,655 

LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING 

AND DISCLOSURE ACT 182 132 8 3 121 

RAILWAY LABOR ACT 168 133 4 3 126 

ERISA** 10,045 9,609 119 33 9,457 

OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 1,553 1,470 39 66 1,365 
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL 7,559 7,748 21 20 7,707 - 

COPYRIGHT 2,258 2,082 . - 2,082 

PATENT 2,112 2,218 11 20 2,187 

TRADEMARK 3,189 3,448 10 - 3,438 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, 

AND EXCHANGES 1,669 2,358 253 8 2,097 - 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS, TOTAL 13,605 14,552 77 14,475 - - 

HEALTH INSURANCE 98 107 - 107 

BLACK LUNG CASES 17 9 - 9 

DISABILITY INSURANCE 7,583 7,770 77 7,693 

SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 5,204 5,887 - 5,887 : 

RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 703 779 779 
RICO*** 840 785 2 - 707 Py 76 
STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS ib 3 - - 3 - 
TAX SUITS 2,272 1,524 505 1,019 - . 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE 15 15 - 1§ - - 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 371 397 . 333 64 . 
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES 333 291 3 16 252 20 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 9,977 10,342 1,137 1,553 7,652 - 
OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL 15 11 - 3 7 1 

PROBATE - . : : . 
__OTHER 15 11 3 7 1 


* COLLECTION OF DATA FOR THIS CATEGORY BEGAN ON JANUARY 1, 1997; THEREFORE, THIS TABLE REPORTS DATA FOR THIS CATEGORY FOR NINE MONTHS FOR 1997, BUT FOR TWELVE MONTHS FOR 1998. 


ACT 


INCOME SECURITY ACT. 
*** RICO = RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS. 
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Table C-2A. 


U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Commenced, by Nature of Suit, 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1994 Through 1998 


Percent Change 
NATURE OF SUIT 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1398/1997 
TOTAL CASES 236,39} 248,335 269,132 272,027 256,787 -5.6 
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL 21,254 31,182 35,688 40,836 42,292 3.6 
INSURANCE 7,385 7,540 7,914 8,045 7,270 -9.6 
MARINE 2,708 2,622 2,797 2,587 2,593 0.2 
MILLER ACT 886 775 912 834 862 3.4 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 1,499 1,536 1,194 1,056 673 -36.3 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS, TOTAL 2,330 1,822 5,139 9,677 14,577 50.6 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS 1,313 1,142 4,508 9,098 14,080 548 
VETERANS’ OVERPAYMENT 653 253 152 115 79 -31.3 
OTHER 364 427 479 464 418 -9.9 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 16,446 16,887 17,732 18,637 16,317 -12.5 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 7,585 6,869 6,254 5,473 5,663 3.5 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 435 334 367 334 475 42.2 
FORECLOSURE 5,572 4,972 4,406 3,764 3,790 0.7 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT 303 310 295 239 225 5.9 
TORTS TO LAND, INCLUDING 
PRODUCT LIABILITY 412 401 363 390 397 18 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 863 852 823 746 776 4.0 
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 47,664 53,986 59,661 58,289 50,362 -13.6 
PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 44,306 50,565 55,647 53,940 46,496 -13.8 
PERSONAL INJURY/ 
PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL 22,288 27,547 27,584 32,856 26,886 -18.2 
AIRPLANE 115 155 135 161 177 9.9 
MARINE 42 53 55 43 68 58.1 
MOTOR VEHICLE 534 566 550 537 438 -18.4 
ASBESTOS 6,518 6,916 7,289 7,143 9,111 27.6 
OTHER 15,079 19,857 19,555 24,972 17,092 -31.6 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 22,018 23,018 28,063 21,084 19,610 -7.0 
AIRPLANE 557 683 809 740 733 -1.0 
MARINE 2,330 2,277 2,172 2,298 2,110 8.2 
MOTOR VEHICLE 5,087 5,374 5,330 5,126 4,933 -3.8 
ASSAULT, LIBEL, AND SLANDER 783 826 848 859 767 -10.7 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 2,092 1,903 2,225 1,943 1,635 -15.9 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICce 1,332 1,328 1,330 1,368 1,322 -3.4 
OTHER 9,837 10,627 15,349 8,750 8,110 7.3 
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Table C-2A. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


NATURE OF SUIT 1994 1995 
PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE, TOTAL 3,358 3,421 
FRAUD, INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 1,708 1,681 
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 1,650 1,540 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL 149,768 166,209 
ANTITRUST 686 761 
BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL 6,497 5,046 
APPEAL (286 U.S.C. 158) 4,558 4,312 
WITHDRAWAL (28 U.S.C. 157) 939 734 
BANKS AND BANKING 573 432 
CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL 32,622 36,600 
VOTING 224 208 
EMPLOYMENT 15,965 19,059 
HOUSING AND ACCOMMODATIONS 730 735 
WELFARE 122 116 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 15,581 16,482 
COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) 929 580 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 1,120 1,081 
DEPORTATION 117 106 
PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL 57,940 63,550 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 4,628 5,988 
HABEAS CORPUS—GENERAL 13,212 14,799 
HABEAS CORPUS—DEATH PENALTY 147 176 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 888 908 
CIVIL RIGHTS’ 39,065 41,679 
PRISON CONDITION’ ° . 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL 3,285 2,517 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 156 155 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 263 197 
DRUG-RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY 1,326 1,042 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 29 1 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT 49 33 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 1,462 1,079 


4,014 
2,299 
1,715 
167,620 


4,349 
2,693 
1,656 


167,414 
598 


4,139 
3,475 
664 
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43,278 
141 
23,796 
854 
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13,396 
502 
958 
149 


62,966 
11,675 
21,621 
237 
798 
19,081 
9,554 


2,384 
146 
149 

1,131 

24 
20 
914 


1997 
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Percent Change 


1998 1998/1997 
3,666 «1 11 
2,170 19.4 
1,696 24 

166,459 5.4 
580 3.0 
3,833 7.4 
3,313 47 
520 21,7 
236 16.7 
42,354 2.1 
108 23.4 
23,735 0.3 
838 “1.9 
66 27.5 
17,607 43 
593 18.1 
997 4.1 
155 4.0 

54,715 13.1 
6,287 46.2 

20,897 3.4 

262 10.5 
807 1.1 

13,756 N/A 

12,706 N/A 
2,331 -2 2 

132 9.6 
124 -16.8 
1,106 2.2 
12 -50.0 

5 -75.0 
952 42 
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Table C-2A. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Percent Change 
NATURE OF SUIT 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1998/1997 
LABOR LAWS, TOTAL 16,662 14,064 16,073 16,606 14,660 -6.5 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 1,545 1,580 1,558 1,633 1,562 44 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 2,142 1,984 1,002 1,927 1,744 9.5 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING 163 161 185 182 132 27.5 
AND DISCLOSURE ACT 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT 163 172 176 168 133 20.8 
ERISA" 10,216 9,517 9,655 10,045 9,609 44 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 1,443 1,540 1,597 1,553 1,470 5.4 
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL 6,002 6,666 7,028 7,550 7,748 2.5 
COPYRIGHT 2,628 2,417 2,263 2,258 2,082 -7.8 
PATENT 1,617 1,723 1,840 2,112 2,218 5.0 
TRADEMARK 2,457 2,726 2,925 3,189 3,448 8.1 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, 
AND EXCHANGES 1,610 1,906 1,704 1,669 2,358 41.3 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS, TOTAL 10,927 9,354 9,347 13,605 14,652 7.0 
HEALTH INSURANCE 108 81 71 98 107 9.2 
BLACK LUNG CASES 17 1 12 17 4 47.1 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 6,641 5,501 5,166 7,583 7,770 2.5 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 3,682 3,347 3,656 5,204 5,887 13.1 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 479 414 442 703 779 10.8 
RICO*** 628 900 849 640 785 6.6 
STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS 8 7 5 1 3 -72.7 
TAX SUITS 2,187 2,202 2,122 2,272 1,524 -32.9 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE 36 33 22 15 15 0.0 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 573 467 463 371 397 7.0 
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES 356 309 309 333 291 -12.6 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 7,730 6,518 9,555 9,977 10,342 3.7 
OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL 100 89 9 15 11 -26.7 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS . . . - . . 
INSANITY 
PROBATE . . . - . . 
OTHER 100 89 4 15 11 -26.7 


NOTE: PERCENT CHANGE NOT COMPUTED WHERE BASE |S LESS THAN 10. 

* COLLECTION OF DATA ON PRISON CONDITION CASES BEGAN ON JANUARY 1, 1997, THEREFORE, NINE MONTHS OF DATA ARE REPORTED FOR THIS CATEGORY FOR 1997. THE TOTAL FOR PRISONER 
PETITION CIVIL RIGHT CASES FOR 1997 INCLUDES SOME PRISON CONDITION CASES. PERCENT CHANGES NOT DISPLAYED FOR THESE TWO CATEGORIES 

** ERISA = EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT. 

*** RICO = RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS. 


Table C-3. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Commenced, by Nature of Suit and District, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


U.S. Cases 
— —— OE, SE ee, eee ——— 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit |Motionsto| Habeas Prison Mandamus | Forteitures 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Corpus Death | Civil Prison and and Labor Social All 
District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Rights | Sentence | General | Penalty | Rights | Condition Other Penaities | Suits Security | Other 
TOTAL 256,767 57,062 16,623 2,760 3,126 3,038 6,267 2,309 12 641 342 346 2,331 543 14,552 6,762 
oc 3,365 1,026 558 8 68 335 66 56 . 160 5 16 21 14 25 583 
18T 7,160 1,660 280 215 119 79 209 1 . 21 1 2 73 29 373 169 
Mt 793 191 34 39 9 8 33 1 3 . . 6 2 41 16 
MA 3,263 652 147 18 67 46 66 43 14 1 2 30 16 86 116 
NH 749 139 24 2 5 6 24 2 3 1 49 23 
Rl 689 120 25 . 13 3 25 2 9 6 22 15 
z PR 1,656 548 59 156 25 16 61 5 2 25 4 175 20 
2ND 24,891 6,075 2,563 199 333 226 376 254 . 47 14 93 222 51 1,227 471 
cT 2,763 433 77 82 36 17 27 14 3 2 1 6 106 52 
NY,N 2,114 454 108 5 27 29 42 5 1 1 6 29 1 160 30 
NY,E 8,190 3,334 2,090 37 152 73 144 73 1 2 64 74 14 476 124 
NY,S 9,870 1,271 179 22 90 73 114 153 31 9 21 46 13 294 226 
NY.W 1,490 443 96 32 21 21 37 9 1 43 7 148 28 
vT 464 140 13 21 7 12 12 2 19 43 1 
3RD 21,306 3,830 632 238 435 163 349 243 . 32 44 12 118 48 1,194 322 
DE 793 105 22 12 8 21 1 1 6 2 16 16 
NJ 6,292 1,090 249 12 123 58 101 79 6 1 44 5 313 98 
PAE 8,625 1,159 168 63 244 52 137 6 1 7 14 19 328 120 
PAM 2,173 615 63 65 28 19 48 144 28 33 2 23 6 122 34 
PAW 3,036 799 122 83 20 23 37 8 2 3 28 14 415 44 
vi 479 62 8 15 8 3 5 6 2 3 2 . 10 
4TH 20,840 5,580 1,247 395 251 205 888 117 . 39 16 25 228 28 1,805 336 
MD 4,619 1,144 450 8 82 62 112 15 13 10 55 9 233 95 
NC,E 1,568 581 183 4 15 13 87 39 8 12 13 70 . 92 45 
NC.M 1,229 468 101 1 1 12 154 10 3 1 1 21 1 148 14 
NCW 1,068 307 49 2 4 18 82 3 2 20 3 106 18 
sc 4,142 1,116 223 366 29 15 100 4 3 24 3 318 31 
VA,E 4,497 655 154 6 80 63 155 14 4 2 20 6 66 85 
VA.W 1,789 561 35 5 14 11 85 7 10 4 364 26 
WV,N 622 195 26 2 11 5 36 18 4 1 80 12 
wv,s 1,315 553 26 1 15 6 77 7 2 1 1 8 1 398 10 
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Prisoner Petitions 


Penalty 


Conditions | Mandamus 


and 
Civil Right 


and 


Other 


Copyright, 
Patent, 
Trademark 


Labor 
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1,117 
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Table C-3. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


U.S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Motionsto| Habeas Prison Mandamus | Forfeitures 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Corpus Death Civil Prison and and Labor Social All 
District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Rights | Sentence | General | Penalty | Rights | Condition Other Penaities Suits Security | Other 

5TH 30,720 5,191 1,292 121 325 305 889 311 7 56 41 19 266 50 1,027 482 
LA,E 3,705 451 135 5 61 29 54 6 2 . 12 10 99 38 
LA,M 1,113 137 33 3 8 4 18 2 1 . . 4 2 47 15 
LA,W 2,425 559 104 44 35 28 30 76 27 6 4 2 181 22 
MS,N 1,182 188 29 28 13 1 32 1 . . 17 1 51 § 
MS,S 2,258 349 139 9 21 16 30 10 . 2 . 34 2 57 30 
TX,N §,611 1,086 222 7 44 82 219 97 . 29 1 8 24 19 229 105 
TX,E 4,842 409 73 1 4 10 113 4 6 1 . 1 15 2 129 40 
TX,S 6,409 1,100 345 14 51 57 189 41 1 4 a 1 106 8 131 143 
TX,W 3,175 912 212 10 83 69 204 69 . 19 2 3 50 4 103 84 
6TH 33,197 7,423 2,600 273 195 252 §23 172 1 44 43 5 192 69 2,610 444 
KY,E 2,350 1,339 50 118 14 14 39 71 . 10 42 . 26 4 912 39 
= KYW 1,573 391 61 66 19 4 29 . 1 . 1 1 178 21 
2 Mi,E 9,829 2,216 1,427 21 56 66 142 1 2 35 16 326 114 
MI,wW 1,610 336 84 3 1 20 45 1 1 . 20 3 110 38 
OH,N 9,721 1,059 333 10 35 55 77 38 - 5 1 35 21 358 91 
OH,S 3,117 839 339 14 24 39 40 5 1 1 . 2 31 16 278 49 
TN,E 1,841 523 86 13 19 19 46 . . 1 1 15 2 301 20 
™N,M 1,575 288 86 19 9 11 24 2 . - 10 6 73 48 
™N.W 1,581 432 134 9 8 24 81 44 24 1 i) - 74 24 
7TH 18,269 3,000 666 315 151 254 361 134 - 35 23 15 145 53 516 332 

IL,N 8,878 888 121 17 64 144 97 31 10 4 5 41 30 125 199 
IL,C 1,270 311 69 54 14 18 40 28 . 1 - 12 6 52 17 
iL.S 1,341 429 99 68 21 11 84 40 2 15 4 17 6 39 23 
IN.N 1,867 269 96 34 8 17 33 . 2 . . 7 3 45 24 
IN.S 2,608 525 106 90 27 31 35 14 1 2 3 19 3 146 48 
WLE 1,383 307 102 5 9 22 55 4 . . . 26 3 74 7 
WIw 922 271 73 47 8 11 17 17 20 1 3 23 2 35 14 
8TH 14,936 4,144 1,037 375 135 144 418 141 2 34 5 13 145 31 1,375 289 
AR,E 2,248 705 61 136 10 22 46 20 - 3 5 12 - 376 14 
AR,W 1,072 395 50 96 2 10 26 . . 1 2 197 11 
1A,N 597 193 52 20 8 . 23 1 3 1 68 17 
1A,S 1,036 317 71 26 4 11 38 1 . 10 2 134 20 
MN 3,001 728 371 8 30 25 51 16 5 20 7 130 65 
MO,E 2,568 528 153 2 23 29 108 15 - 4 . 58 6 102 28 
MO,W 2,563 743 124 2 13 21 77 81 2 14 5 17 5 300 82 
NE 1,123 258 83 42 16 19 27 3 - 16 8 17 27 
ND 284 122 45 26 5 1 7 3 - - - 5 - 16 14 
sD 444 155 27 17 24 6 15 1 11 2 3 3 35 11 
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Table C-3. (September 30, 1998-—Continued) 


Private Cases 
Motor Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicie | Other Other Habeas Conditions | Mandamus | Copyright, 
and Private Real Personal | Personal | Personal; Tort Civil Corpus | Death and and Patent, Labor All 

District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA* | injury | injury | Injury | Actions | Rights | General | Penalty |CivilRights| Other | Trademark | Suits Other 
5TH 25,529 3,397 179 60 865 650 4,409 496 4,041 3,534 78 4,552 42 589 1,032 1,605 
LAE 3,254 546 30 13 462 160 454 162 474 339 . 251 7 52 138 166 
LA,M 976 98 11 1 29 21 148 19 154 111 3 261 4 10 53 53 
LA,W 1,866 181 19 1 162 72 313 28 321 188 1 359 2 30 115 74 
MS,N 994 129 10 2 2 61 101 21 272 101 1 222 . 6 29 37 
MS,S 1,909 329 34 3 16 131 428 52 276 155 5 311 3 9 61 96 
TX,N 4,525 609 18 8 1 40 235 82 792 982 27 945 19 168 190 409 
TX,E 4,433 236 9 11 13 71 2,122 24 305 529 13 863 5 47 81 104 
T™Xx,S 5,309 932 35 19 180 72 460 81 904 738 18 942 1 194 258 475 
TX,W 2,263 337 13 2 . 22 148 27 543 391 10 398 1 73 107 191 
6TH 25,774 1,964 144 176 79 383 11,611 235 3,737 1,742 26 2,201 20 534 1,550 1,152 
KY,E 1,011 165 17 9 17 54 183 10 165 92 1 142 1 8 77 70 
KYW 1,182 146 7 16 i] 47 167 6 204 141 : 266 6 19 82 66 
- MILE 7,613 509 26 31 18 42 4,828 35 615 388 . 218 2 146 453 302 
“ MI.W 1,274 111 12 6 - 11 56 18 247 221 . 332 1 62 107 90 
OH,N 8,662 385 21 71 12 60 6,038 54 714 373 8 280 7 131 310 198 
OH,S 2,278 238 20 30 3 31 160 40 735 312 7 220 1 79 247 155 
TNE 1,318 178 35 9 3 77 185 26 337 66 3 199 . 24 75 101 
™N,M 1,287 131 3 - 2 30 63 28 357 70 4 293 1 46 147 112 
T™N,W 1,149 121 3 4 15 31 131 18 363 79 3 251 1 19 52 58 
7TH 15,269 1,620 1,316 153 70 216 1,203 184 3,805 1,075 15 1,868 16 618 1,828 1,282 
IL,N 7,990 831 1,287 102 30 65 288 109 1,872 287 5 612 13 414 1,175 900 
IL,C 959 69 5 6 - 10 80 7 253 95 1 243 2 25 120 43 
iL,S 912 100 3 5 33 42 131 8 183 47 1 204 - 11 100 44 
IN,N 1,598 149 5 21 2 42 353 16 427 147 3 198 ° 25 152 58 
IN.S 2,083 240 12 12 1 36 239 28 626 267 5 301 1 46 138 131 
WILE 1,076 152 4 4 1 1§ 70 10 302 153 - 154 . 57 94 60 
WIWw 651 79 - 3 3 6 42 6 142 79 . 156 . 40 49 46 
8TH 10,792 1,220 47 70 23 353 1,376 273 2,840 1,098 17 1,709 107 328 741 590 
AR,E 1,543 103 4 3 4 59 126 52 413 149 1 446 73 11 52 47 
AR,.W 677 82 4 6 2 40 82 13 164 35 - 165 . i) 46 29 
|A,N 404 58 4 4 5 12 47 16 102 48 . 62 1 6 22 17 
1A,S 719 73 5 6 2 18 55 10 192 84 187 2 20 34 31 
MN 2,273 298 7 15 1 25 594 120 516 129 47 1 144 192 184 
MO,E 2,040 225 6 4 5 114 184 26 604 279 13 228 1 67 195 89 
MO,W 1,820 152 4 - 2 35 164 23 469 281 3 406 18 38 137 88 
NE 865 137 5 28 2 31 57 4 300 52 - 108 23 48 70 
ND 162 48 4 1 - 9 29 6 27 10 7 - 2 7 12 
SD 289 44 4 3 - 10 38 3 53 31 - 53 11 8 8 23 
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Circuit 

and Reai Civil 
District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract Property| Actions | Rights | Sentence 

9TH 228 580 

1 9 

47 

110 

55 


39,010 8,924 2,413 661 796 1 54 16 84 499 118 1,649 1,526 
AK 503 143 25 1 24 22 1 1 ’ 12 2 5 26 
AZ 3,214 583 155 3 74 78 33 5 89 98 
CA.N 6,234 1,395 550 1 91 62 22 R 6 2 36 14 190 293 
CAE 3,863 711 148 28 53 88 14 18 { 38 9 165 94 
CAC 11,721 3,312 1,162 56 167 135 205 216 1 6 4 5 183 51 620 501 
CAS 2,591 660 79 8 72 65 101 8 9 32 89 5 73 119 
HI 1,075 179 28 22 30 9 27 1 2 15 4 11 30 
ID 547 109 6 13 10 12 1 2 3 i9 33 
MT 660 167 16 28 20 4 21 1 1 47 28 
NV 2,926 397 105 8 24 35 37 1 2 3 6 23 132 
OR 2,201 527 55 9 19 45 50 6 42 a 4 196 68 
wo WA,E 689 204 29 15 20 4 30 , 15 2 65 20 
7 WA,W 2,631 486 24 17 55 42 58 29 . 3 20 9 146 83 
GUAM 71 29 17 2 1 6 1 , i ; 1 
NMI 84 22 14 3 : ' 4 
10TH 11,562 3,284 665 273—Ss«161 211 292 240 1 96 65 10 77 22 824 347 
co 2,854 788 193 1 45 85 36 122 , 82 3 6 14 7 83 101 
KS 1,812 547 122 36 11 24 52 60 6 62 3 14 7 106 44 
NM 1,692 538 71 12 32 48 73 1 22 4 228 47 
OK.N 1,049 312 76 19 7 4 33 B 134 31 
OK,.E 678 226 27 28 17 3 17 2 126 6 
OK,W 1,992 114 145 26 29 33 55 1 5 1 5 2 108 40 
UT 1,079 224 43 19 17 15 33 2 3 8 { 27 56 
wy 406 85 19 3 6 3 15 4 { 12 22 
11TH 31,449 6,826 1,861 109 ©=-- 292 285 1,100 292 ; 33 69 52 345 30 1,927 431 
ALN 6,693 615 112 3 25 38 6 3 1 2 / 23 4 376 21 
AL,M 1,505 274 57 1 14 1 27 6 1 1 26 2 118 10 
AL,S 1,344 375 71 1 7 11 84 ' 11 ’ 172 17 
FL.N 1,608 464 36 49 23 16 101 37 2 13 2 35 132 18 
FL.M 6,434 1,764 525 15 97 76 263 82 , 4 21 24 54 7 481 115 
FLS 6,754 1,786 693 31 59 57 391 81 , 19 ' 5 95 "1 166 178 
GAN 4,587 910 217 4 44 45 125 63 , 6 25 17 58 5 261 40 
GAM 1,249 344 99 5 11 16 43 1 , ' , 15 138 16 
GAS 1,275 294 51 . 12 15 60 19 7 3 28 83 16 
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Table C-3. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Private Cases 


Motor | | Prisoner Petitions — 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other Other Habeas Conditions |Mandamus | Copyright, 

and Private Real Personal | Personal |Personal| Tort Civil Corpus | Death and and Patent, Labor All 
District Civili Cases | Contract | Property | FELA’ | injury | injury | injury | Actions | Rights | General | Penalty|CiviiRights| Other | Trademark | § sits Other 
OTH 30,066 4,359 2900 97 514 227 2,128 396 5,601 3,935 53 4,716 106 2,166 2,108 3,201 
AK 360 82 5 . 33 3 38 4 64 26 . 37 1 5 16 46 
AZ 2,631 263 10 2 . 26 206 38 531 409 17 604 8 137 85 295 
CA,N 4,839 660 28 4 29 16 283 53 1,020 535 2 657 16 474 467 595 
CA,E 3,152 232 20 13 2 18 148 18 568 700 8 1,047 6 69 127 176 
CA,C 8,409 1,588 108 29 31 21 482 11 1,216 1,342 9 647 12 1,000 799 1,014 
CA,S 1,931 284 38 1 12 3 110 32 493 263 1 218 14 155 59 248 
HI 896 103 19 ' 99 3 88 3 315 40 . 59 9 76 54 
iD 438 62 12 2 . 15 61 6 69 77 4 46 1 16 18 49 
MI 493 93 9 14 . 29 121 12 68 28 . 34 1 1 21 52 
NV 2,529 293 20 5 1 26 229 24 384 197 1 862 7 56 107 307 
OR 1,674 245 13 6 17 40 149 28 434 117 219 39 81 176 110 
WA,E 485 67 2 5 4 7 75 8 89 49 . 99 . 16 18 46 
WA,W 2,145 366 14 16 283 17 118 28 407 182 1 187 1 137 218 200 
GUAM 42 1 . . . 15 1 8 . 2 5 
NMI 62 10 1 3 3 5 2 25 i) 4 
10TH 8,278 1,361 96 38 3 280 968 169 2,337 723 22 620 21 289 452 699 
co 2,066 335 20 13 48 137 30 640 127 197 1 109 149 250 
KS 1,265 193 8 6 69 197 31 360 82 148 33 77 61 
NM 1,154 144 1 8 28 179 34 430 84 . 99 . 18 34 85 
OK,N 737 188 14 . 18 60 13 169 71 4 59 1 15 52 73 
OK,E 452 58 5 9 32 66 8 84 68 3 90 . 3 13 13 
OK,W 1,428 227 23 . 47 167 24 359 222 15 151 8 31 63 91 
UT 855 182 1 . 2 22 114 21 224 27 38 1 77 56 110 
wy 321 64 4 2 1 16 48 8 71 42 38 3 8 16 
11TH 24,623 2,997 149 16 129 375 §,352 756 5,736 2,181 8 3,346 54 560 1,175 1,789 
AL,N 6,078 389 60 1 2 77 3,570 126 886 192 . 402 . 28 175 170 
AL,M 1,231 229 3 . - 58 70 67 382 120 1 211 1 4 39 46 
ALS 969 204 6 2 19 21 121 80 200 81 . 139 . 2 28 66 
FL,N 1,144 98 6 1 4 13 130 14 214 210 2 328 4 22 33 65 
FL,M 4,670 527 19 1 28 32 432 38 1,306 729 2 619 24 164 278 471 
FL,S 4,968 985 24 4 73 24 322 85 1,253 433 . 575 12 208 354 616 
GA,N 3,677 408 20 2 1 76 452 31° 1,047 224 1 566 7 106 191 265 
GA,M 905 68 7 2 . 23 70 23 264 114 2 227 4 15 38 48 
GA,S 981 89 4 3 2 51 185 12 184 78 279 2 1 39 42 


* FELA = FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. 
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Table C-3A. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Pending, by Nature of Suit and District, 


During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


U.S, Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circult [Motions to| Habeas Prison Mandamus | Forfeitures 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Corpus Death | Civil Prison and and Labor Social All 
District Civil Cases U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Rights | Sentence | General | Penalty | Rights | Condition Other Penalties Suits Security | Other 
TOTAL 267,068 45,909 6,495 1,928 3,320 3,308 5,932 1,322 23 497 207 213 1,869 458 14,926 5,461 
oc 2,971 1,714 498 10 70 321 178 13 . 103 4 7 17 13 23 457 
1ST 6,176 1,642 173 127 127 96 234 40 26 1 1 73 33 397 214 
ME 494 92 9 20 5 6 1 . . . 5 2 27 7 
MA 3,173 680 117 20 64 59 68 36 17 1 1 28 22 84 143 
NH 651 78 7 2 5 1 7 1 . 2 39 14 
Ri 706 122 19 . 1 5 25 1 3 10 2 24 22 
PR 2,552 570 21 85 42 25 103 2 6 28 7 223 28 
2ND 30,133 5,006 974 196 473 322 417 202 41 10 99 249 77 1,306 640 
CT 3,939 460 52 75 58 33 2 i] 6 . 2 19 8 132 64 
NY,N 3,077 446 39 7 52 25 36 3 2 1 5 42 12 171 51 
NY,E 8,982 2,302 765 46 211 125 211 69 16 1 71 83 25 501 178 
NY,S 11,676 1,318 77 26 112 101 135 115 16 6 21 50 24 328 307 
NY,W 2,073 385 35 26 33 33 26 6 1 . 45 8 139 33 
vT 386 95 6 16 7 5 7 2 10 35 7 
3RD 16,692 2,860 145 131 425 158 265 132 . 33 30 5 74 34 1,093 335 
DE 900 99 6 . 16 4 27 . . 1 . 4 1 18 22 
NJ 5,454 926 57 12 121 58 76 48 2 5 1 22 5 395 124 
PAE 6,909 788 30 28 224 38 98 1 . 1 2 8 11 261 86 
PA.M 1,667 402 12 33 30 19 20 74 31 21 1 10 2 120 29 
PA,W 2,962 529 26 42 17 34 23 4 2 . 22 1 298 50 
Vi 800 116 14 16 17 5 21 5 1 8 4 1 24 
4TH 14,400 4,192 §07 250 224 171 626 47 . 19 6 7 168 24 1,839 304 
MD 3,409 815 233 15 74 70 90 7 1 3 23 6 194 99 
NC,E 1,006 335 30 4 16 10 63 12 5 4 2 62 1 95 31 
NC.M 872 324 22 1 1 8 78 1 - . 25 1 158 <9 
NC,W 1,042 316 23 2 6 15 116 5 3 1 14 1 113 17 
sc 3,076 883 117 198 35 17 77 1 1 . 19 4 387 27 
VA.E 2,089 343 47 4 57 35 80 2 3 2 7 5 56 40 
VA,W 1,290 497 10 6 14 10 28 3 . . 7 4 382 33 
WV.N 541 181 10 12 7 4 39 1 4 1 7 1 69 16 
WV,S 1,075 498 15 3 14 2 55 5 2 4 1 385 12 
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Private Cases 


Prisoner Petitions 


Motor 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other Other Habeas Conditions| Mandamus | Copyright, 
and Private Real Personal | Personal | Personal; Tort Civil Corpus | Death and and Patent, Labor All 

District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA’ Injury Injury injury | Actions Rights | General | Penalty Civil Right Other Trademark Suits Other 

TOTAL 221,069 25,207 1,065 1,945 2,470 4,615 67,606 3,701 43,619 15,415 466 19,232 199 7,205 11,261 15,793 
oc 1,257 165 13 6 5 36 148 24 368 13 . 94 . 65 123 177 

18ST 6,634 1,202 149 23 125 194 1,571 108 1,227 168 . 324 7 306 455 775 
ME 402 53 34 5 13 12 140 9 76 5 17 . 5 12 21 
MA 3,093 667 31 16 69 80 419 63 493 110 117 1 207 289 531 
NH 573 90 52 . 2 22 142 1 120 20 35 . 17 20 42 
Ri 584 138 8 2 11 19 87 6 149 7 24 3 29 39 62 
PR 1,98< 254 24 30 61 783 19 389 26 131 3 48 95 119 

2ND 25,127 4,093 201 284 273 839 2,500 549 5,900 1,665 . 2,696 13 1,214 1,798 3,102 
CT 3,479 532 44 43 15 72 249 124 1,033 107 517 2 112 193 436 
NY,N 2,631 150 21 55 3 59 165 36 607 226 895 . 54 144 216 
NY,E 6,680 728 41 92 52 381 889 118 1,707 690 288 10 230 598 856 
NY,S 10,358 2,473 75 86 196 266 950 241 2,012 471 693 1 760 714 1,420 
NY,.W 1,688 137 14 8 7 41 187 19 491 168 286 51 136 143 
vT 291 73 6 20 60 1 50 3 17 7 13 31 

3RD 15,832 2,432 224 604 91 563 3,453 341 3,234 878 14 1,232 7 609 893 1,257 
DE 801 84 4 - 2 23 27 8 154 82 1 152 . 144 28 92 
NJ 4,528 984 34 79 48 203 473 181 973 202 1 344 1 255 386 364 
PAE 6,121 729 26 396 15 207 2,468 76 1,064 263 7 169 1 120 253 327 
PA.M 1,265 154 44 15 2 66 155 23 316 72 4 252 1 19 54 88 
PAW 2,433 348 21 112 17 51 190 37 666 249 1 309 1 70 163 198 
vi 684 133 95 2 7 13 140 16 61 10 6 3 1 9 188 

4TH 10,208 1,633 83 66 85 529 1,472 206 2,367 636 25 1,120 11 356 789 830 
MD 2,594 390 15 28 11 152 377 51 703 119 3 193 2 78 177 295 
NCE 671 121 4 . 16 20 41 21 185 45 9 99 1 21 35 53 
NC.M 548 97 5 5 1 9 34 8 180 41 5 38 46 39 40 
NCW 726 117 7 - . i] 36 13 204 61 - 79 - 55 47 98 
sc 2,193 328 20 9 30 158 395 38 514 133 2 301 6 36 119 104 
VA.E 1,746 265 1 2 18 59 186 34 280 170 6 280 2 99 214 120 
VA.W 793 104 5 16 1 49 240 13 137 23 49 15 85 56 
WV,N 360 76 4 - . 35 50 9 91 17 33 2 17 26 
WvV,S 577 135 12 6 x 38 113 19 73 27 48 4 56 38 


9S 


Table C-3A. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


U.S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit to| Habeas Prison Mandamus | Forteitures 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Corpus Death Civil Prison and and Labor Social Ali 
District Civil Cases U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Rights | Sentence | General | Penalty | Rights | Condition Other Penalties Suits Security Other 
STH 35,216 4,033 597 126 321 314 766 123 7 §2 28 12 177 39 1,002 469 
LA,E 2,940 270 28 6 55 26 17 2 . 1 . . 5 7 80 43 
LAM 6,774 103 7 4 i) 7 15 2 1 . . 2 1 36 19 
LA,W 2,157 419 40 46 39 29 9 21 1 19 4 1 1 182 27 
MS.N 1,067: 179 9 23 13 9 54 1 . . 22 1 42 5 
MS,S 2,007 290 37 9 23 20 53 4 . 2 . 27 3 78 34 
TX,N 4,044 757 120 3 40 75 152 43 . 28 . 4 9 1 166 106 
TX,E 6,028 439 29 8 9 1 132 3 6 2 . 1 1 2 189 36 
TX,S 5,900 887 249 13 51 70 147 23 1 6 6 3 67 7 121 123 
TX,Ww 2,310 689 78 14 82 67 187 4 13 1 . 33 6 108 76 
6TH 34,815 4,968 774 175 209 288 405 65 2 4 12 2 164 63 2,370 430 
KY,E 1,913 997 iB 65 22 13 39 27 . 4 12 . 21 4 750 29 
KYW 1,400 318 10 26 20 11 20 . 1 . 4 1 199 26 
Mit 18,831 1,086 453 22 54 65 85 7 28 15 241 116 
MILW 1,172 221 9 2 14 21 13 . . . 9 2 116 35 
OH,N 3,392 752 96 9 25 55 62 13 1 . 1 23 17 377 73 
OH,S 3,627 686 127 15 28 57 50 2 1 1 36 12 281 76 
T™N,E 1,980 471 31 13 27 26 91 . 21 4 235 23 
™N.M 1,396 256 25 20 11 14 20 1 . . 14 8 110 33 
™N,W 1,104 181 12 3 8 26 25 15 3 1 8 . 61 19 
7TH 15,473 2,120 344 150 136 210 257 61 - 26 15 4 92 36 472 312 
1L.N 7,694 824 192 12 65 104 112 20 10 2 5 31 14 98 159 
iL,c 1,250 213 24 21 20 21 24 13 . 1 . 14 7 50 18 
iL.s 1,105 252 24 19 14 9 50 21 9 1 4 14 5 40 32 
INN 1,806 170 26 24 4 15 18 - - - 4 3 44 32 
IN,S 2,151 377 38 56 21 36 10 3 3 1 12 4 141 52 
WILE 1,143 207 24 5 7 21 42 3 . 13 2 77 13 
Wwi.w 324 77 16 13 5 4 1 1 4 4 1 22 6 
STH 13,416 3,068 250 154 173 168 396 79 2 24 + 4 98 22 1,450 245 
AR,E 2,142 666 14 32 15 25 17 14 - 2 3 1 4 1 524 14 
AR,W 692 231 16 13 1 9 10 : - - 1 2 168 11 
1A,N 628 152 10 6 10 4 42 1 - - 2 1 64 12 
1A,S 1,051 224 9 19 13 15 38 . 1 8 3 99 19 
MN 2,590 394 78 12 28 29 20 11 5 : 12 3 133 63 
MO,E 2,591 441 43 2 26 36 155 6 - 1 2 38 2 102 28 
MO.W 2,147 601 46 3 18 28 75 45 2 9 1 15 3 308 48 
NE 936 159 11 34 22 14 27 1 - - 13 6 15 16 
ND 237 87 16 13 11 - 3 1 - 3 - 22 18 
SD 402 113 7 20 29 8 9 6 2 1 15 16 
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Private Cases 
Motor Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other Other Habeas Conditions| Mandamus | Copyright, 
and Private Real Personal | Personal | Personal; Tort Civil Corpus | Death and and Patent, Labor All 

___ District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA’ | injury injury injury | Actions | Rights | General | Penalty|Civil Right Other Trademark Suits Other 

STH 31,183 2,934 150 50 886 582 13,676 480 4,263 2,276 81 3,117 12 523 901 1,252 
LAE 2,670 462 26 1 460 128 366 155 472 167 . 122 2 42 120 137 
LA,M 8,671 112 18 1 50 23 7,904 26 218 47 1 144 2 10 57 58 
LAW 1,732 161 16 2 174 75 277 33 388 150 . 220 . 27 112 77 
MS,N 883 124 6 2 2 49 112 22 291 57 2 146 9 23 38 
MS,S 1,717 327 28 4 18 117 347 53 334 118 12 194 . 13 55 97 
TX,N 3,287 478 14 5 . 33 179 62 747 564 27 574 5 158 156 285 
TX,E 5,589 223 9 9 12 71 3,875 21 346 268 16 532 1 42 80 84 
™,S §,013 798 27 16 169 69 519 7 986 685 12 914 2 168 225 336 
TX,Ww 1,621 229 6 . 1 17 97 21 481 220 1 271 - 54 73 140 

6TH 29,847 1,926 126 429 75 446 17,046 278 3,999 1,370 63 1,252 10 533 1,244 1,050 
KY,E 916 162 18 12 13 78 157 14 205 56 . 67 - 9 60 65 
KYW 1,082 147 6 23 11 50 164 14 234 80 200 2 18 70 63 
MIE 17,745 449 22 36 21 34 15,117 32 608 463 159 3 162 369 279 
MI.wW 951 94 9 i] 1 6 48 17 182 210 . 176 . 52 77 70 
OH,N 2,640 326 18 86 11 79 480 44 701 236 25 111 4 129 224 166 
OH,S 2,941 278 14 41 5 45 596 73 924 230 24 226 - 77 230 178 
TN,E 1,509 189 32 212 5 87 277 27 361 29 6 100 30 80 74 
™N.M 1,140 143 5 4 2 34 79 33 414 34 2 143 . 39 104 104 
TN,W 923 138 2 6 6 33 128 24 370 32 6 70 1 17 39 51 

7TH 13,353 1,504 499 215 76 251 1,509 212 4,099 570 25 1,128 3 578 1,301 1,383 
IL,N 6,870 774 466 145 34 73 473 123 2,060 243 12 320 1 376 795 975 
iL.C 1,037 79 7 3 1 16 79 10 358 58 1 197 1 29 105 87 
iL.S 853 85 1 3 32 41 113 11 198 49 3 183 1 8 81 44 
IN.N 1,636 137 3 28 2 57 558 18 404 49 2 184 . 27 105 62 
IN,S 1,774 242 16 24 2 45 216 34 690 62 7 139 54 125 118 
WLE 936 145 6 3 2 16 57 13 312 93 - 83 60 70 76 
Wwiw 247 42 - 3 3 3 13 3 77 16 - 22 4 20 2) 

8TH 10,348 1,205 38 82 37 351 1,260 260 3,137 =: 1,157 15 1,146 60 305 625 670 
AR,E 1,476 99 6 5 5 62 124 56 449 141 1 371 54 13 4g 41 
AR,W 461 73 4 9 2 33 75 15 140 8 - 50 ° 5 29 18 
iA,N 476 70 2 3 5 19 49 11 141 48 - 44 . 8 26 50 
1A.S 827 95 3 10 3 25 66 19 256 71 175 2 23 33 46 
MN 2,196 287 5 22 4 28 511 89 614 68 : 38 1 142 149 238 
MO,E 2,150 206 4 1 11 87 158 22 631 585 12 139 . 54 160 80 
MO,.W 1,546 165 4 - 4 36 142 29 514 182 2 211 1 31 112 113 
NE 777 118 4 27 3 40 56 10 298 34 - 64 . 19 43 61 
ND 150 48 3 1 - 8 28 4 24 5 8 . 1 9 11 
SD 289 44 3 4 13 51 5 70 15 46 2 9 15 12 
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U.S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit to| Habeas Prison Mandamus | Forfeitures 
Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Corpus Death | Civil Prison and and Labor Social All 
District Civili Cases U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Rights | Sentence | General | Penalty | Rights | Condition Other Penalties Suits Security Other 
9TH 35,532 7,394 1,503 249 720 674 678 167 10 37 5 35 394 69 1,628 1,225 
AK 599 131 11 20 30 7 10 1 1 1 3 1 6 40 
ad 3,720 585 72 15 109 60 97 3 . . - 35 4 94 96 
CA,N 5,304 999 186 5 82 174 77 11 1 3 3 1 38 16 181 221 
CA,E 4,532 750 93 51 75 77 97 11 1 1§ . 38 6 158 128 
CA,C 9,268 2,689 980 34 133 135 146 115 7 5 3 147 17 650 317 
CA,S 1,847 457 32 7 76 64 58 5 6 - 10 49 4 78 68 
HI 1,484 139 12 26 29 13 15 1 . 1 9 3 10 20 
iD 610 135 5 16 16 13 17 . 1 1 3 24 39 
MT 813 206 7 33 31 8 18 2 . - 2 . 58 47 
NV 2,536 317 35 8 38 36 54 2 3 1 . 25 3 17 95 
OR 1,874 406 22 3 24 41 39 2 20 19 3 171 62 
WA,E 489 136 18 13 18 4 14 . . 12 1 42 14 
WA,W 2,321 415 20 16 56 38 32 16 2 15 5 139 76 
GUAM 69 16 6 1 3 - 4 2 
NMI 66 13 4 1 4 1 3 
10TH 10,969 2,828 178 220 168 256 232 200 1 61 59 7 98 17 889 422 
co 2,827 671 28 26 47 131 53 80 56 12 3 21 4 98 112 
KS 1,612 433 32 12 12 22 29 88 17 46 3 16 3 115 38 
NM 1,727 470 19 17 43 54 36 - : 23 4 215 59 
OK,N 1,012 302 17 19 7 5 21 - 20 2 176 35 
OK,E 503 191 6 24 11 2 10 . . . . 2 . 130 6 
OK,W 1,359 364 24 96 16 21 12 31 1 6 . 1 4 2 105 45 
UT 1,465 307 36 25 27 20 52 1 2 1 10 1 40 92 
wy 464 90 16 1 5 1 19 2 1 10 35 
47,295 6,274 552 140 274 330 1,478 193 1 46 34 25 285 31 2,457 428 
AL.N 24,149 606 38 8 18 49 12 3 1 2 2 31 5 401 36 
AL.M 1,459 326 15 1 11 21 63 6 1 1 27 1 170 9 
ALS 1,273 384 14 1 4 1 117 - . - - 5 218 14 
FL.N 1,534 472 33 27 19 18 161 26 3 7 1 16 . 139 22 
FL.M 6,276 1,662 180 13 76 88 320 31 4 3 14 49 6 755 123 
FL.S 5,960 1,414 105 80 68 67 564 85 22 - 5 67 10 178 163 
GA.N 4,151 840 134 6 52 46 146 34 11 16 5 61 5 286 38 
GAM 1,610 380 21 3 18 18 55 1 1 - 17 3 231 12 
GA.S 883 190 12 1 8 12 40 7 2 5 12 1 79 11 
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Private Cases 
Motor Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other Other Habeas Conditions | Mandamus | Copyright, 
and Private Real Personal | Personal | Personal; Tort Civil Corpus | Death and and Patent, Labor All 

District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA’ Injury Injury injury | Actions | Rights | General | Penalty |Civil Right Other (Trademark | Suits Other 
OTH 28,138 4,043 213 120 674 231 1,828 406 6,385 3,359 162 4,076 51 1,929 1,714 2,947 
AK 468 78 8 - 33 1 159 9 54 17 . 24 . 3 22 60 
AZ 3,135 355 17 3 2 26 149 40 658 386 33 877 7 127 97 358 
CA,N 4,W5 616 19 5 35 18 230 59 1,083 421 16 325 3 500 359 622 
CA.E 3,782 273 18 23 2 19 133 18 770 722 35 1,333 3 70 135 228 
CA,C 6,579 1,262 48 30 34 14 388 101 1,188 1,096 53 318 5 806 488 748 
CA,S 1,390 251 18 2 17 2 75 23 343 116 - 149 5 144 48 197 
Hi 1,345 126 20 234 2 70 33 678 17 33 13 63 56 
iD 475 84 1 2 21 57 9 84 50 12 53 17 29 46 
MT 607 117 10 17 39 108 22 98 32 60 1 7 30 66 
NV 2,219 277 17 1 27 166 27 472 185 19 589 4 65 107 258 
OR 1,468 207 yg 6 22 38 143 33 415 179 . 107 22 58 124 105 
a WAE 353 52 1 - 2 7 36 * 87 25 , 68 ; 13 20 30 
WA,W 1,906 325 14 21 287 16 95 25 426 113 : 139 1 105 182 157 
GUAM 53 14 2 . 2 . 14 6 . - 1 - 1 3 10 
NMI 53 6 1 3 1 5 1 23 7 6 
10TH 6,141 1,273 90 41 3 246 871 169 2,437 739 52 719 7 264 426 804 
co 2,156 356 20 19 38 145 32 703 86 1 189 1 89 149 328 
KS 1,179 172 14 5 55 143 31 376 126 105 36 52 64 
NM 1,257 151 13 6 35 179 36 492 93 83 22 42 105 
OK,N 710 155 9 - 12 40 13 180 121 7 48 18 50 57 
OK.E 312 26 2 9 17 1 3 57 71 4 71 1 7 8 
OK,W 995 143 14 - 39 90 19 252 167 34 110 3 19 42 63 
UT 1,158 215 15 3 34 110 29 324 27 1 86 3 78 75 158 
WwY 374 55 3 2 - 16 133 6 53 48 27 1 4 21 
11TH 41,021 2,777 179 25 140 3470s - 22,472 668 6,403 2,584 29 2,328 18 523 982 1,546 
AL,N 23,543 354 102 5 1 70 20,990 105 1,126 184 9 273 : 24 148 152 
AL.M 1,133 156 2 . - 45 55 64 420 131 4 171 4 33 48 
AL,S 889 143 6 3 27 22 139 56 181 111 120 2 19 60 
FL.N 1,062 75 5 2 7 7 117 14 205 239 1 268 1 18 21 82 
FL.M 4,614 668 14 4 37 30 344 51 1,344 1,035 7 288 g 144 236 403 
FL.S 4,546 829 22 2 66 24 346 94 1,432 505 1 237 4 198 302 484 
GA,N 3,311 394 13 4 1 79 312 252 1,183 204 6 370 4 112 150 227 
GA,M 1,230 98 10 1 29 94 23 359 123 1 380 15 39 58 
GA,S 693 60 5 4 1 41 75 4 153 52 221 6 34 32 


* FELA = FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 
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Table C-3B. 


U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Terminated, by Nature of Suit and District, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


U.S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions | ] 
Circuit Motions to | Habeas Prison Mandamus | Forfeitures 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Corpus Death | Civil Prison and and Labor Social All 

District Civili Cases; U.S. Civil Contract | Property| Actions | Rights | Sentence | General | Penalty | Rights | Condition Other Penalties Suits Security | Other 

TOTAL 262,301 59,446 16,493 2,020 3,264 2,926 8,320 2,084 4 721 275 389 2,380 §71 13,019 6,058 
DC 3,264 1,629 396 7 74 326 133 53 . 163 1 18 26 16 20 594 

18ST 6,760 1,723 320 235 120 79 248 49 . 16 2 3 73 27 315 236 
Mt 752 173 31 28 9 5 39 1 3 . 6 3 29 19 
MA 3,113 708 178 32 60 46 78 36 11 1 2 27 17 72 148 
NH 744 161 24 . 10 9 31 2 . 1 4 1 46 33 
Ri 609 114 13 1 11 6 30 2 1 1 e 5 17 19 
PR 1,542 567 74 174 30 13 70 8 1 28 1 151 17 

2ND 25,460 5,659 2,520 210 339 217 547 139 . 56 7 96 244 45 959 480 
cT 2,808 538 192 86 47 19 27 9 3 1 1 13 59 71 
NY,N 2,044 400 107 5 30 27 40 6 1 . 3 27 8 118 28 
NY,E 8,222 2,983 1,640 45 123 48 175 25 12 1 80 84 1 412 127 
NY,S 10,144 1,323 233 15 105 92 246 90 37 6 11 49 6 243 190 
NY,W 1,720 476 135 35 28 17 40 9 3 1 58 7 94 49 
vT 522 139 13 24 6 14 19 15 33 15 

3RD 21,974 3,842 610 173 288 71 514 199 . 56 29 1 137 55 1,076 323 
DE 661 93 25 . 13 8 15 . 1 . 4 1 8 18 
NJ 6,603 1,203 323 23 137 54 141 57 3 1 1 57 13 286 107 
PA,E 9,038 1,061 217 46 92 71 206 : . 6 13 17 275 11 
PA,M 2,088 567 65 41 22 16 69 117 46 25 3 19 8 104 32 
PAW 3,095 865 172 59 19 20 72 9 6 3 43 16 403 43 
vi 489 53 8 4 5 2 11 9 1 1 12 

4TH 21,144 5,551 1,116 424 478 239 1,072 105 1 41 12 32 221 36 1,405 369 
MD 4,603 1,118 246 13 290 81 117 12 . 14 . 8 70 11 152 104 
NC,E 1,535 547 170 3 20 17 91 36 1 8 8 19 47 2 83 42 
NC,M 1,293 524 105 1 10 14 215 9 3 1 1 15 4 128 18 
NC,W 1,109 330 48 3 5 15 106 2 . 22 4 109 16 
Sc 4,373 1,129 299 387 41 20 127 4 3 1 26 1 182 38 
VA,E 4,522 650 147 10 79 68 154 13 5 1 23 4 49 97 
VA.W 1,898 587 38 4 7 7 132 14 . - 10 8 338 29 
WV,.N 604 185 3 14 6 26 13 4 1 1 2 63 14 
WV,S 1,207 481 25 12 1 104 2 4 2 1 6 2 301 11 
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Private Cases 
Motor Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicie | Other Other Habeas Conditions | Mandamus | Copyright, 
and Private Real Personal | Personal | Personal! Tort Civil Corpus | Death and and Patent, Labor All 

District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA* | injury | injury | injury | Actions | Rights | General | Penalty|CiviiR ghts| Other Trademark | Suits Other 

TOTAL 202,855 27,104 2,691 1,638 2,014 4,806 35,507 3,508 39,358 18,309 219 26,942 440 7,377 14,541 16,111 
oc 1,435 192 7 4 . 37 71 31 423 44 . 170 1 43 159 153 

1ST 5,037 1,035 145 29 85 173 798 85 953 170 . 258 7 268 428 603 
Me 579 90 16 6 1 33 156 14 116 24 40 . 18 23 32 
MA 2,405 513 38 16 46 61 266 47 402 83 104 6 172 272 379 
NH 583 107 51 2 2 26 85 8 127 27 49 . 20 23 56 
Ri 495 100 5 5 3 19 102 7 100 16 14 . 30 40 54 
PR 975 225 35 . 23 34 189 9 208 20 51 1 28 70 82 

2ND 19,601 3,533 168 245 164 684 2,169 410 3,732 1,162 . 1,905 21 1,130 1,955 2,323 
cT 2,270 481 43 32 8 54 165 138 545 50 261 . 91 140 262 
NY.N 1,644 11 6 50 2 33 119 16 352 134 520 2 40 144 115 
NY.E 5,239 584 46 84 27 294 946 73 948 409 169 14 218 736 691 
NY.S 8,821 2,149 62 69 126 248 735 157 1,521 436 648 4 738 818 1,110 
NY.W 1,244 128 6 9 1 25 131 19 298 120 273 - 35 107 92 
vT 383 80 5 1 30 73 7 68 13 34 1 8 10 53 

3RD 18,132 2,949 182 553 104 721 3,388 364 3,215 1,190 13 1,826 8 619 1,373 1,657 
DE 568 57 3 1 . 20 18 3 112 42 5 151 2 67 30 57 
NJ 5,400 1,162 32 4 47 235 552 210 948 218 . 384 . 280 548 700 
PA.E 7,977 1,162 47 321 33 318 2,330 103 1,351 479 7 680 2 179 474 491 
PAM 1,521 194 18 28 1 99 141 19 267 195 1 336 3 23 67 129 
PAW 2,230 318 16 118 20 41 144 22 509 245 274 . 69 249 205 
vi 436 56 36 1 3 8 203 7 28 11 1 1 1 5 75 

4TH 15,593 2,057 75 181 75 627 2,547 235 2,652 1,536 32 2,783 58 449 1,307 1,009 
MD 3,485 497 14 18 18 165 374 59 613 361 1 602 22 100 356 285 
NCE 988 154 6 2 9 19 121 14 217 112 4 202 4 37 28 59 
NC.M 769 66 1 3 12 74 12 190 150 1 116 3 55 42 44 
NCW 779 104 1 4 12 154 10 225 44 . 53 39 51 82 
sc 3,244 444 17 4 16 209 675 47 574 310 2 545 17 54 216 110 
VA.E 3,872 467 18 4 27 B4 720 50 498 343 19 777 6 140 420 299 
VA.W 1,311 87 6 83 . 54 201 10 180 153 5 360 1 15 76 80 
WV.N 419 78 5 1 1 41 63 6 68 30 69 1 4 24 28 
wv.s 726 160 7 28 4 31 165 27 87 33 59 4 5 94 22 
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U.S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Motions to | Habeas Prison Mandamus | Forfeitures 
and Total Total Reai Tort Civil Vacate | Corpus Death Civil Prison and and Labor Sociai All 

District Civili Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Rights | Sentence | General | Penalty | Rights | Condition Other Penaities Suits Security | Other 

5TH 34,210 5,571 1,358 150 339 257 1,202 368 - 61 27 22 277 44 986 480 
LAE 3,846 568 180 6 56 34 90 10 1 . 4 28 6 106 47 
LA.M 2,913 171 48 15 12 4 7 1 1 . . 4 2 59 18 
LAW 2,677 637 164 43 34 15 49 104 9 17 4 5 1 165 27 
MS,.N 1,236 177 43 32 8 7 30 1 . 5 1 39 1 
MSS 2,375 413 190 13 28 14 38 8 . . . 29 3 68 22 
TX,N 5,726 1,039 188 12 43 78 246 95 17 3 8 37 18 207 87 
TX.E 5,052 392 60 4 12 8 135 1 2 . . 14 2 93 51 
TS 6,850 1,076 229 1 52 49 291 59 9 5 3 99 7 133 129 
TX.W 3,535 1,098 256 14 94 48 316 79 22 2 3 56 4 116 88 

6TH 32,682 8,139 3,072 313 203 221 788 174 - 57 43 7 224 72 2,493 472 
KY,E 2,564 1,391 62 135 11 1 73 77 16 42 1 18 1 903 41 
KYW 1,620 443 77 86 22 16 42 2 . . . 12 4 150 32 
MIE 6,142 2,719 1,908 15 49 66 201 15 4 1 41 12 294 113 
Mi,W 1,879 419 120 8 14 10 52 1 1 24 2 143 44 
OH,N 12,084 1,108 334 16 40 44 133 27 7 . 34 26 353 94 
OH,S 3,188 739 243 13 28 26 75 7 1 - 2 36 17 230 61 
TNE 2,052 605 104 10 15 17 71 3 1 1 16 3 340 24 
™N.M 1,538 265 92 22 14 7 40 1 - - 17 6 30 36 
T™N.W 1,615 450 132 8 10 24 101 41 28 2 26 1 50 27 

7TH 18,733 3,249 734 325 162 202 485 108 - 39 22 16 156 49 612 339 
IL,N 8,816 864 113 21 69 121 133 23 1 4 4 42 24 117 182 
iL,C 1,248 343 81 61 11 12 43 19 . - . 18 4 62 32 
i,S 1,524 461 96 70 19 7 125 26 5 13 2 13 4 60 21 
IN.N 1,904 347 120 57 8 18 41 - 2 : : 7 4 68 22 
IN.S 2,950 639 128 65 30 25 59 17 4 4 7 24 9 219 48 
WILE 1,360 329 112 1 20 8 64 3 . - - 24 3 65 19 
WIW 931 266 84 40 5 11 20 20 17 1 3 28 1 21 15 

8TH 15,731 4,743 1,153 410 149 175 490 108 1 43 4 13 134 35 1,681 347 
AR.E 2,436 852 68 150 10 16 47 7 . 1 5 12 : 509 27 
AR.W 1,158 418 63 108 7 8 30 : 3 1 186 12 
1A.N 639 223 66 27 5 4 29 : - 5 1 66 20 
1A.S 1,062 353 81 27 10 6 49 1 1 : 15 2 145 16 
MN 2,764 782 378 10 27 35 75 26 - 9 1 27 6 112 76 
MO.E 2,872 647 188 3 35 45 92 11 9 - 38 4 171 46 
MO.W 2,919 880 118 2 21 32 103 56 1 18 4 23 9 403 90 
NE 1,090 278 115 22 12 17 38 3 - 7 6 28 30 
ND 329 160 51 35 8 4 4 3 : - - 3 1 26 20 
SD 462 150 25 26 14 8 18 1 - 6 3 3 1 . 35 10 
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Private Cases 
Motor Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other Other Habeas Conditions | Mandamus | Copyright, 
and Private Real Personal | Personal | Personal; Tort Civil Corpus | Death and and Patent, Labor All 
District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA* | Injury injury Injury | Actions | Rights | General | Penaity Civil Right Other Trademark | Suits Other 


5TH 28,639 3,668 178 69 613 607 = 5,722 507 4,139 3,589 54 5,992 49 529 1,101 1,622 

| LAE 3,278 618 18 9 453 160 462 162 419 351 275 6 48 121 176 
| LAM 2,742 99 8 2 11 17 1,732 21 150 120 6 458 2 15 4e 53 
LA,W 2,040 216 22 . 172 69 311 34 336 186 1 467 3 15 90 118 

MS,N 1,059 128 13 3 3 61 92 21 276 133 . 260 3 38 28 

MS,S 1,962 330 37 . 8 116 359 49 299 148 5 404 3 1 64 129 

TX,N 4,687 604 28 6 2 37 254 69 770 949 17 1,176 19 163 207 386 

TX,E 4,660 232 t) 16 18 61 1,888 27 333 568 2 1,270 4 33 95 99 

TX,S 5,774 1,079 29 29 146 60 472 88 996 724 16 1,185 6 172 307 465 

TX,W 2,437 362 14 4 . 26 152 36 560 410 7 497 1 69 131 168 

6TH 24,543 2,111 136 340 73 459 = 9,510 318 3,766 1,777 16 2,558 19 512 1,651 1,297 

- KY,E 1,173 177 18 34 4 64 190 19 200 99 1 183 2 11 89 77 
g KY,W 1,177 162 1 9 1 42 157 12 235 137 1 228 6 15 87 64 
MIE 3,423 586 29 57 18 39 398 44 680 337 . 272 1 142 468 352 

MI,wW 1,460 112 6 7 5 14 60 18 258 256 472 2 58 109 83 

OH,N 10,976 408 26 94 "1 94 ~=—s «8,139 74 792 333 3 289 4 122 357 230 

OH,S 2,449 235 15 32 2 58 171 80 672 327 7 287 2 71 283 207 

TN,E 1,447 172 22 103 . 78 215 24 282 104 . 202 34 73 138 

TN.M 1,273 134 5 1 4 23 84 30 302 99 4 327 1 43 129 87 

TN,W 1,165 125 4 3 13 47 96 17 345 85 . 298 1 16 56 59 

7TH 15,484 1,706 1,238 174 50 268 8 8§=«_ 11,014 199 3,835 1,100 13 2,130 22 581 1,935 1,219 

IL,N 7,952 892 =: 1,195 120 18 62 327 116 1,853 267 4 660 15 398 1,200 820 

IL,C 905 69 4 7 1 12 59 10 231 82 3 244 1 15 118 44 

IL,S 1,063 109 x 11 29 51 170 11 181 64 . 237 4 10 128 50 

IN,N 1,557 143 4 5 . 62 121 12 500 179 1 256 . 25 186 58 

IN,S 2,311 258 10 25 . 57 237 25 638 287 . 437 2 38 168 129 

WIE 1,031 146 5 5 1 15 49 15 290 147 . 145 . 57 83 73 

Wi,w 665 89 2 1 1 9 51 10 142 74 . 151 . 38 52 45 

8TH 10,988 1,246 65 76 19 349 1,074 256 3,046 1,196 15 1,791 84 331 772 668 

AR,E 1,584 101 x 5 1 69 121 28 478 161 1 439 45 13 56 58 

AR,W 740 94 8 5 45 91 10 181 34 171 10 62 29 

1A,N 416 58 6 4 2 15 28 10 110 48 79 1 10 27 18 

\A,S 709 69 3 8 17 57 1 203 64 191 3 13 39 31 

MN 1,982 307 13 19 4 25 237 119 584 128 47 2 134 190 173 

MO,E 2,225 246 8 4 4 84 232 31 657 284 4 247 1 68 200 145 

MO,'W 2,039 146 6 . 2 40 172 28 486 403 4 438 20 47 144 103 

NE 812 123 7 26 1 22 63 4 271 45 1 124 24 36 59 

ND 169 41 4 3 4 34 3 29 7 5 1 5 10 18 

so 312 61 2 2 23 39 7 47 22 50 10 7 8 34 
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U.S. Cases 
Prisoner Petitions 
Circuit to| Habeas Prison Mandamus | Forfeitures 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Corpus Death Civil Prison and and Labor Social All 

District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Rights | Sentence | General | Penalty | Rights | Condition Other Penalties Suits Security Other 

STH 38,812 8,472 2,046 283 693 $31 1,067 235 2 46 15 105 477 125 1,244 1,603 
AK 608 178 30 gy 27 11 35 5 1 1 21 3 6 29 
AZ 3,526 599 143 7 66 37 111 - 1 1 . 45 4 78 106 
CA.N 6,171 1,333 480 22 98 119 82 29 . 11 4 4 27 12 170 275 
CA,E 3,481 703 159 38 50 58 107 9 1 3 . 1 44 12 133 88 
CA,C 10,800 2,877 857 60 174 111 308 159 1 6 4 7 142 58 429 561 
CA.S 3,583 684 77 6 74 62 117 10 11 - 32 86 11 60 138 
Hi 1,108 198 25 21 31 19 31 3 - 2 1 16 1 5 43 
1D 675 159 11 30 13 9 25 : 3 9 2 18 39 
MT 686 187 19 38 23 6 25 2 . 1 2 1 45 25 
NV 2,647 336 101 8 16 15 41 4 - 2 1 22 5 12 109 
OR 2,220 509 60 18 18 30 83 - 6 1 58 30 3 126 76 
WA,E 718 220 24 14 39 14 27 - - 13 1 65 23 
WA,W 2,457 442 33 10 62 37 70 13 3 19 9 97 89 
GUAM 66 w i5 2 . 2 5 1 1 1 1 2 
NMI 66 17 12 2 1 - 2 

10TH 11,747 3,353 702 231 139 209 366 220 - 86 59 13 84 24 882 338 
co 2,787 718 190 16 39 64 40 121 - 51 17 8 16 9 55 92 
KS 1.944 555 129 47 13 27 70 58 - 33 40 5 11 8 80 34 
NM 1,671 570 73 14 33 49 70 1 12 5 270 43 
OK,N 1,146 427 87 24 5 10 70 - - - 11 186 34 
OK,E 692 234 34 14 14 2 20 - - - . 16 . 128 6 
OK,W 2,063 574 150 99 22 37 45 38 : 1 2 6 1 132 41 
UT 1,070 209 33 15 8 14 33 2 - 1 10 1 22 70 
WY 374 66 6 2 5 6 18 - - 2 9 18 

11TH 31,784 7,115 2,264 159 300 301 1,408 326 . 57 54 53 327 43 1,346 477 
AL,N 5,657 431 109 8 22 35 4 6 - 4 1 ? 17 5 201 17 
AL,M 1,510 228 59 2 15 10 29 - - - 20 1 78 14 
AL,S 1,202 322 86 2 5 7 81 - - - - - 17 2 104 18 
FL,N 1,734 541 45 58 25 18 161 58 - 19 9 5 22 1 101 19 
FL.M 6,652 1,606 499 21 99 57 270 77 - 2 19 15 73 10 334 130 
FL,S 7,448 2,331 1,025 40 59 77 587 116 - 23 - 5 89 15 94 201 
GA,N 4,466 927 266 18 45 59 146 51 7 20 22 45 7 197 44 
GA,M 1,712 351 119 9 11 18 30 : - - - 1 23 1 123 16 
GA,S 1,403 378 56 1 19 20 100 18 : 2 5 3 21 1 114 18 
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* FELA = FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 


Table C-4. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Terminated, by Nature of Suit and Action Taken, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Court Action 
During or After Trial 
No Before During or Percent 
Nature of Suit Total Court Action Total Pretrial | AfterPretriai | Total Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 
TOTAL CASES 261,902 39,765 222,137 193,481 21,879 6,783 2,452 4,331 2.6 
UNITED STATES CASES 59,195 10,276 48,919 46,431 1,890 598 437 161 1.0 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 381 183 198 184 12 2 1 1 0.5 
REC” VERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS 13,978 4,782 9,196 9,104 85 7 5 2 0.1 
OTHER CONTRACTS 2,134 931 1,203 1,004 163 36 22 14 17 
g REAL PROPERTY 2,669 376 2,293 2,180 94 19 18 1 0.7 
TORT ACTIONS 
MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY 58 15 43 29 9 5 4 1 86 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY 810 207 603 428 139 36 33 3 44 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 2,120 351 1,769 1,387 255 127 116 11 6.0 
OTHER TORTS 296 62 234 200 24 10 “ 2 3.4 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
ANTITRUST 28 5 23 20 1 2 2 : 7.1 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT 1,693 237 1,456 1,103 245 108 46 62 64 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 1,235 116 1,119 1,028 64 "7 13 14 2.2 
DEPORTATION 106 13 93 91 2 . . : . 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 8,320 473 7,847 7,813 15 19 18 1 0.2 
HABEAS CORPUS—GENERAL 2,084 114 1,970 1,961 8 1 1 - 0.0 
HABEAS CORPUS—DEATH PENALTY 4 1 3 3 . ; : : . 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 389 37 352 344 8 : . : 
CIVIL RIGHTS 721 44 677 658 7 12 4 8 17 
PRISON CONDITION 275 12 263 261 1 1 . 1 0.4 
LIQUOR FORFEITURES 3 - 3 3 : . . ‘ ‘ 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 2,377 326 2,051 1,854 155 42 35 7 18 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 177 24 153 136 12 5 5 28 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 394 71 323 289 32 2 2 ; 0.5 
SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT 3 - 3 3 . : ‘ 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS 


HEALTH INSURANCE 99 10 89 88 1 
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Court Action 
During or After Trial 
No Betore During or Percent 
Nature of Suit Total | Court Action Total Pretrial After Pretrial Total Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 
BLACK LUNG 13 . 13 13 . . . ° 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 7,107 571 6,536 6,420 107 9 8 1 0.1 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 5,099 337 4,762 4,709 39 14 13 1 0.3 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 701 52 649 642 4 3 3 0.4 
OTHER . . . . . . . ° ° 
TAX SUITS 1,740 299 1,441 1,240 143 58 40 18 3.3 
ALL OTHER U.S. ACTIONS 4,181 627 3,554 3,236 265 53 40 13 1.3 
FEDERAL QUESTION 149,519 19,661 129,858 112,882 12,881 4,095 1,488 2,607 2.7 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
MARINE 2,481 499 1,982 1,683 251 48 46 2 1.9 
MILLER ACT 564 167 397 330 54 13 4 4 2.3 
OTHER CONTRACTS 3,193 710 2,483 2,084 327 72 42 30 2.3 
REAL PROPERTY 494 81 413 369 37 7 2 5 1.4 
TORT ACTIONS 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 1,838 523 1,315 745 487 83 12 71 4.5 
MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY 1,738 269 1,469 1,084 299 86 49 37 4.9 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 12,896 334 12,562 12,141 335 86 16 70 0.7 
OTHER TORTS 1,208 296 912 719 171 22 16 6 1.8 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
BANKRUPTCY SUITS 4,455 389 4,066 3,947 91 28 19 9 0.6 
ANTITRUST 570 80 490 398 69 23 3 20 4.0 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT 21,860 3,736 18,124 12,956 4,033 1,135 215 920 5.2 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 17,416 2,474 14,942 11,664 2,341 937 224 713 5.4 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS—GENERAL 18,309 1,075 17,234 17,146 66 22 13 9 0.1 
HABEAS CORPUS—DEATH PENALTY 219 15 204 195 6 3 3 1.4 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 440 28 412 411 1 1 . 0.2 
CIVIL RIGHTS 18,454 1,282 17,172 15,996 490 686 310 376 3.7 
PRISON CONDITION 10,485 650 9,835 9,655 80 100 88 12 1.0 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 1,404 241 1,163 898 210 55 22 33 3.9 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 1,805 344 1,461 1,209 227 25 15 10 1.4 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 11,332 2,531 8,801 7,294 1,304 203 148 55 1.8 
COPYRIGHT 2,159 596 1,563 1,244 262 57 33 24 2.6 
PATENT 2,034 508 1,526 1,175 248 103 41 62 5.1 
TRADEMARK 3,184 836 2,348 1,916 368 64 33 31 2.0 
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Court Action 
During or After Trial 
No Retore During or Percent 
Nature of Suit Total Court Action Total Pretrial After Pretrial Total Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 
CONSTITUTIONALITY 
OF STATE STATUTES 248 33 215 184 25 6 6 . 2.4 
ALL OTHER FEDERAL QUESTION 10,733 1,064 8,769 7,439 1,100 230 122 108 2.1 
DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 52,955 9,784 43,171 33,993 7,069 2,069 527 1,562 3.9 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
INSURANCE 6,440 1,311 5,129 4,039 874 216 76 140 3.4 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 499 100 399 329 56 14 9 5 2.8 
OTHER CONTRACTS 13,893 2,900 10,993 8,418 2,052 523 254 269 3.8 
REAL PROPERTY 2,017 240 1,777 1,627 125 25 10 15 1.2 
TORT ACTIONS 
_ MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY 273 64 209 153 37 19 2 17 7.0 
a MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY 4,620 898 3,722 2,322 1,074 326 48 278 7.1 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 22,645 3,842 18,803 15,431 2,515 857 91 766 3.8 
OTHER TORTS 2,387 401 1,986 1,533 348 105 35 70 44 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT 53 12 41 39 2 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 29 6 23 23 
) PRISON CONDITION 3 3 3 - - - - . 
) ALL OTHER DIVERSITY 96 10 86 76 6 4 2 2 4.2 
LOCAL JURISDICTION 233 44 189 175 13 1 . 1 0.4 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 34 10 24 22 2 - - - : 
REAL PROPERTY 32 4 23 23 . - - - - 
: TORT ACTIONS 
| MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY 6 3 3 . . . . - 
| OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 149 17 132 121 10 1 . 1 0.7 
OTHER TORTS 3 1 2 1 1 . . - - 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS—GENERAL 
HABEAS CORPUS—DEATH PENALTY 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
PRISON CONDITION . . : . . : . : : 
ALL OTHER LOCAL o 4 5 5 . . ° ‘ ‘ 


NOTE: LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED. 


Table C-4A. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Terminated, by District and Action Taken, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Court Action 
L During or After Trial 
No During or Percent 
Circuit and District Total Court Action Total Betore Pretrial | After Pretrial | Total Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 
TOTAL 261,902 39,765 222,137 199,481 21,873 6,783 2,452 4,331 2.6 
pc 3,261 737 2,524 2,341 113 70 32 38 2.1 
1ST 6,690 1,430 5,260 3,934 1,125 201 62 139 3.0 
ME 739 264 475 321 107 47 1" 36 64 
MA 3,105 831 2,274 1,690 500 84 33 51 27 
NH 696 68 628 312 292 24 6 18 3.4 
Ri 608 141 467 266 180 21 13 35 
PR 1,542 126 1,416 1,345 46 25 4 21 16 
a 2ND 25,454 5,506 19,048 15,632 3,631 685 204 481 27 
CT 2,808 1,809 999 860 45 94 27 67 3.3 
NY.N 2,043 205 1,838 1,372 408 58 15 43 28 
NY.E 8,222 1,516 6,706 5,334 1,248 124 47 ’ 15 
NY,S 10,140 1,869 8,271 6,164 1,783 324 94 230 3.2 
NY.W 1,720 48 1,672 1,471 141 60 14 46 3.5 
vt 521 59 462 431 6 25 7 18 48 
3RD 21,956 2,679 19,277 15,749 2,874 654 208 446 3.0 
DE 661 17 644 598 10 36 16 20 5.4 
NJ 6,596 724 5,872 3,647 2,041 184 74 110 2.8 
PAE 9,038 754 8,284 7,538 503 243 64 179 27 
PAM 2,087 104 1,983 1,798 104 81 23 58 3.9 
PAW 3,085 925 2.160 1,857 197 106 29 77 3.4 
vi 489 155 334 311 19 4 2 2 0.8 
4TH 21,116 3,811 17,305 15,109 1,624 572 185 387 2.7 
MD 4,593 757 3,836 3,400 323 113 39 74 25 
NC,E 1,535 272 1,261 1,226 7 28 "1 17 18 
NC,M 1,293 346 947 819 11 17 6 11 1.3 
NCW 1,107 160 947 868 54 25 1 14 23 
SC 4,373 1,007 3,366 2,538 679 149 40 109 3.4 
VAE 4,515 662 3,853 3,378 336 139 51 88 3.1 
VA.W 1,895 514 1,381 1,237 86 58 15 43 3.1 
WV.N 602 38 564 543 5 16 2 14 27 
WV.S 1,205 55 1,150 1,100 23 27 10 17 2.2 
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Court Action 
During or After Trial 
No During or Percent 
Circuit and District Total Court Action Total Before Pretriai | After Pretrial Total Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 
34,156 3,754 30,402 27,634 1,781 987 412 575 2.9 
LA,E 3,846 94 3,752 2.848 724 180 114 66 47 
LA,M 2,913 60 2,853 2,826 ; 27 9 18 0.9 
LA,W 2,671 447 2,224 2,063 72 89 32 57 3.3 
MS,N 1,208 111 1,097 796 240 61 24 37 5.0 
MS,S 2,374 992 1,382 1,232 53 97 42 55 f 
TX,N 5,722 14 5,708 5,555 9 144 61 83 2.5 
TX,E 5,049 357 4,692 4,385 170 137 40 97 2.7 
TX,S 6,846 612 6,234 5,624 465 145 46 99 2.1 
TX,W 3,527 1,067 2,460 2,305 48 107 44 63 3.0 
32,610 4,830 27,780 23,898 3,266 616 232 384 1.9 
KY,E 2,546 192 2,354 2,178 104 72 24 48 2.8 
KY,W 1,612 107 1,505 1,210 255 40 10 30 2.5 
MIE 6,137 2,920 3,217 1,833 1,297 87 17 70 1.4 
MI,W 1,879 90 1,789 1,748 20 21 7 14 1.1 
OH,N 12,080 555 11,525 10,877 536 112 72 40 0.9 
OH,S 3,186 392 2,794 2,214 516 64 18 46 2.0 
TN,E 2,044 305 1,739 1,138 507 94 36 58 4.6 
™N,M 1,520 69 1,451 1,372 26 53 18 35 3.5 
™N,W 1,606 200 1,406 1,328 5 73 30 43 45 
18,725 2,915 15,810 12,856 2,438 516 173 343 2.8 
IL,N 8,814 1,503 7,311 6,042 1,043 226 83 143 2.6 
1L,C 1,245 226 1,019 952 29 38 9 29 3.1 
iL,S 1,523 106 1,417 1,288 59 70 18 52 46 
IN,N 1,904 106 1,798 993 750 55 22 33 2.9 
IN,S 2,949 462 2,487 2,157 276 54 20 34 18 
WLE 1,359 421 938 877 18 43 17 26 3.2 
Wwi.w 931 91 840 547 263 30 4 26 3.2 
15,720 2,326 13,394 11,352 1,276 772 336 436 4.9 
AR.E 2,434 402 2,032 1.847 9 176 94 82 7.2 
AR,.W 1,158 15 1,143 1,002 3 138 82 50 11.9 
1A,N 638 16 622 574 2 46 24 22 7.2 
1A,S 1,062 92 970 655 260 55 29 26 5.2 
MN 2,758 630 2,128 1,263 819 46 16 30 1.7 
MO,E 2.872 439 2,433 2,265 24 144 45 99 5.0 
MO.W 2,919 44) 2,478 2,404 3 71 15 56 2.4 
NE 1,090 91 999 828 102 69 23 46 6.3 
ND 328 87 241 220 10 11 2 9 3.4 
SD 461 113 348 294 38 16 6 10 3.5 
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Court Action 
During or After Trial 
No During or Percent 
Circuit and District Total Court Action Total Before Pretrial | After Pretrial Total Nonjury Jury Reaching Trial 
9TH 38,769 7,996 30,773 29,571 496 706 314 392 1.8 
AK 608 18 590 569 1 20 8 12 3.3 
AZ 3,520 636 2,884 2,789 22 73 27 46 2.1 
CA,N 6,169 2,298 3,871 3,742 25 104 41 63 1.7 
CA,E 3,475 743 2,732 2,676 6 50 12 38 1.4 
CA,C 10,792 2,727 8,065 7,816 87 162 100 62 1.5 
CA,S 3,581 108 3,473 3,419 6 48 19 29 1.3 
HI 1,107 621 486 469 . 17 11 6 1.5 
1D 675 52 623 499 100 24 10 14 3.6 
MT 685 145 540 369 153 18 2 16 2.6 
NV 2,644 233 2,411 2,334 34 43 16 27 1.6 
OR 2,215 224 1,991 1,907 13 71 22 49 3.2 
WA,E 712 48 664 649 6 9 7 2 13 
a WA,W 2,454 109 2,345 2,266 17 62 34 28 2.5 
~“ GUAM 66 16 50 48 ° 2 2 3.0 
NMI 66 18 48 19 26 3 3 45 
10TH 11,726 1,133 10,593 8,594 1,606 393 103 290 3.4 
co 2,783 138 2,645 2,293 249 103 39 64 3.7 
KS 1.942 325 1,617 1,359 197 61 11 50 3.1 
NM 1,669 98 1,571 1,251 273 47 13 34 2.8 
OK,N 1,146 73 1,073 1,004 34 35 10 25 3.1 
OK,E 689 93 596 527 39 30 3 27 44 
OK,W 2,059 282 1,777 1,054 652 71 11 60 3.4 
UT 1,064 12 1,052 1,031 5 16 6 10 1.5 
wy 374 112 262 75 157 30 10 20 8.0 
11TH 31,719 2,648 29,071 26,811 1,649 611 191 420 1.9 
AL,N 5 637 967 4,670 4,465 143 62 ov 20 1.1 
AL.M 1,509 14 1,495 1,361 84 50 19 31 3.3 
AL,S 1,197 105 1,092 1,046 17 29 9 20 2.4 
FL,N 1,734 100 1,634 1,582 11 41 9 32 2.4 
FL,M 6,649 416 6,233 5,876 186 171 53 118 2.6 
FL,S 7,430 270 7,160 7,084 15 61 13 48 0.8 
GA,N 4,449 455 3,994 2,762 1,122 110 29 81 2.5 
GA,M 1,711 233 1,478 1,415 18 45 11 34 2.6 
GA,S 1,403 88 1,315 1,220 53 42 6 36 3.0 


NOTE: LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED 


Table C-5. 

U.S. District Courts—Time Intervals From Filing to Disposition of Civil Cases 
Terminated, by District and Method of Disposition, 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


i otal Cases I No Court Action | Court Action 
, 7 During or After 
Before Pretrial Pretrial Trial 
Time Intervais | Time intervals Time intervals 
in Months ‘a : in Months | in Months 
Number 10 Pet. ‘10 Pet. umber 10 Pet 10 Pct. | Number 10 Pct 10 Pct. 

Circuit and of Less | More of Less More of —s Less More 

District Cases Than Median Than | Cases | Than |Median| Than | Cases Than | Median| Than 
TOTAL 202,073 2 7 24 @8=—6. 21,189 5 13 30 5,937 9 18 39 
pc 2,677 1 6 26 678 1 5 21 1,821 1 . 26 109 5 14 50 64 7 16 a4 
1ST 5,931 2 8 26 43=—s-: 1,333 1 4 17 3,305 2 7 26 1,097 4 14 29 6 10 19 44 
ME 632 1 « 14 257 1 4 9 225 1 5 11 104 9 17 46 . 14 18 
MA 2,778 2 9 27 766 2 5 22 1,446 2 ® 26 485 4 14 30 81 9 23 44 
an NH 586 2 9 27 64 1 3 6 215 1 3 12 284 6 16 31 23 15 23 47 
os Ri 544 2 8 22 138 1 5 10 206 ~«( 6 20 179 7 13 25 21 11 20 37 
PR 1,391 2 9 32 108 1 5 13 1,213 2 g 32 45 9 18 29 25 13 23 48 
2N0 21,502 2 9 35 5,052 2 3 27 3=—s_«112.368 2 7 31 3,460 5 17 44 622 9 26 56 
cT 2,454 3 11 37 ~—s«41,628 2 10 34 690 3 1 41 44 9 20 39 92 15 29 57 
NY.N 1,337 3 13 35 191 2 5 19 717 2 9 27 389 9 21 48 40 15 28 53 
NY.E 7,329 3 » 35 1,358 2 5 17 4,662 3 7 35 1,191 5 17 44 118 15 31 54 
NY.S 8,657 2 9 34S s«44774 3 10 29 4,870 1 5 29 1,704 5 15 43 309 - 21 53 
NY.W 1,271 2 12 36 46 2 5 23 1,058 2 11 34 126 7 18 51 41 “ 26 66 
vT 454 2 9 25 55 2 € 14 371 2 9 25 6 22 3 16 56 
3R0 18,098 1 8 26 42s 2,551 1 5 15 12,136 1 7 24 2,809 5 13 31 602 7 18 39 
DE 445 1 9 27 17 1 2 3 384 1 9 23 10 13 17 27 34 4 20 48 
NU 5,786 1 7 25 700 1 4 12 2,932 1 5 17 1,984 5 14 31 170 9 25 45 
PAE 7,644 1 - 26 751 1 5 10 6,169 1 - 26 502 5 10 29 222 7 12 26 
PAM 1,292 1 8 21 95 1 3 13 1,019 1 7 19 102 6 15 26 76 9 16 27 
PAW 2,476 2 a 24 843 2 - 20 1,345 2 7 19 192 10 20 35 12 24 4s 

vi 455 2 14 65 145 1 7 32 287 2 21 65 19 - 25 38 4 

4TH 15,440 2 7 18 © ©3,502 1 5 17 9,793 2 5 17 1,600 5 11 23 545 7 14 30 
MO 3,453 1 5 18 705 2 5 17 2,323 1 4 14 316 5 13 27 109 9 18 30 
NC,E 1,048 1 7 17 258 1 4 13 757 2 7 18 6 . 27 9 15 22 
NC.M 794 2 9 21 341 2 - 20 326 2 7 19 111 r 1 23 16 16 29 38 
NC W 902 2 “ 21 159 2 - 16 664 2 7 21 54 a 14 26 25 7 16 46 
sc 3,363 2 8 18 985 2 o 15 1,564 2 7 18 670 4 12 21 144 9 15 27 
) VA.E 3,197 1 5 11 628 1 2 7 2,108 1 5 10 330 4 - 14 131 6 9 15 
VA.W 1,230 3 10 26 347 2 11 31 745 3 10 20 86 ? 15 35 52 7 14 32 
WV.N 457 2 9 20 30 1 3 13 407 2 9 20 4 . 16 3 13 26 
2 10 17 49 1 5 11 899 2 9 17 23 3 14 18 25 1 16 37 
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| Total Cases | No Court Action Court Action 
During or After 
Before Pretrial Pretrial Trial 
Time intervals in a Time intervals Time intervals | Time intervals 

Number 10 Pct. 10 Pct. | Number | 10 Pct. | 10 Pct. Dente 10 Pet. 10 Pct.| Number 10 Pc* 10 Pct. 

Circuit and of Less More of Less _ More of Less More of Less More 
District Cases Than Than | Cases | Than |Median| Than | Cases | Than |Median| Than | Cases } Than | Median Than 

5TH 22,777 2 7 18 17,436 2 € 27 1,668 § 13 26 725 9 16 33 

LA,E 3,109 2 3 7 2,179 2 7 17 693 6 13 26 160 10 17 32 
LA,M 2,318 5 3 16 2,266 6 27 34 . . 18 8 18 27 
LA,W 1,830 2 11 23 1,341 2 9 21 71 10 17 29 86 6 17 26 
MS.N 784 2 5 13 430 2 8 20 223 5 12 23 40 11 18 40 
MS,.S 1,767 2 7 18 #16 3 9 20 37 11 17 31 63 11 15 25 
TX,N 3,189 1 - - 3,098 1 6 19 9 . 73 6 16 39 
TXE 3,049 3 7 18 2,591 3 3 17 153 6 12 24 73 9 16 26 
TS 4 544 2 7 20 3,510 2 8 20 435 3 10 23 118 7 18 32 
TX,w 2,187 2 6 16 1,205 2 7 18 47 5 11 25 g4 7 14 30 
6TH 27,168 2 6 19 4,525 2 5 14 18,910 ‘ 5 16 3,182 6 13 29 551 10 19 41 

KY,E 2,052 2 10 19 175 1 9 20 1,709 2 10 16 102 12 18 37 66 6 20 39 
KYW 1,196 2 9 25 98 2 6 27 808 2 7 21 250 5 14 34 40 11 19 48 
MLE 5,305 2 6 19 2,791 2 4 11 1,146 2 7 15 1,289 6 12 26 79 12 20 42 
MIW 1,095 2 7 19 83 1 3 9 976 2 8 19 20 11 21 30 16 15 18 22 
OH.N 11,284 2 4 13 542 2 6 19 10,118 2 4 11 516 6 13 30 108 11 18 39 
OH,.S 2,478 2 10 26 368 1 5 17 1,568 2 10 25 486 5 14 31 56 8 21 41 
TN,E 1,660 3 10 25 277 2 7 20 801 2 8 17 492 7 14 31 90 8 17 31 
™,M 1,048 1 8 25 63 1 4 23 925 1 7 23 23 7 26 39 37 9 22 44 
™W 1,050 1 8 22 128 1 3 15 859 1 9 22 4 - 59 12 21 44 
7TH 14,763 1 7 23 2.658 1 6 20 9,310 1 5 21 2,344 4 11 28 451 q 21 41 

1L.N 7,662 1 6 22 1,437 2 20 5,009 1 5 19 1,008 3 10 29 208 10 22 48 
1L.C 853 2 7 27 213 2 9 24 585 1 6 21 29 1 29 51 26 16 27 40 
1L.S 1,047 2 9 24 93 2 5 17 848 2 8 22 53 1 20 39 53 12 18 42 
INN 1.425 2 9 22 101 1 2 11 555 1 5 18 728 § 12 25 49 11 18 26 
IN.S 2.132 2 10 25 375 2 7 21 1,453 2 8 24 256 16 32 48 13 21 34 
WLE 999 1 8 25 354 1 4 16 590 1 10 27 17 14 22 46 38 8 20 39 
Wwiw 645 1 5 11 85 1 2 4 270 1 3 9 261 3 8 13 29 7 9 16 
STH 11,973 2 a 22 2,137 1 6 19 7,997 2 9 20 1,248 6 14 25 591 s* ] 19 33 

ARLE 1,728 2 11 20 357 2 10 21 1,258 2 11 19 6 - 107 10 17 30 
AR.W 923 2 8 17 14 1 5 18 832 c 8 17 3 74 7 13 24 
1IA.\N 481 2 9 29 16 1 3 5 421 2 8 26 2 . 42 1 22 36 
1A,S 753 2 9 24 81 1 4 15 390 2 7 16 248 8 16 26 34 6 21 33 
MN 2,468 2 7 21 619 1 3 12 989 1 6 20 815 6 13 23 45 15 21 33 
MO,.E 2,219 2 10 22 431 2 10 21 1,632 2 9 20 24 2 16 34 132 11 20 39 
MO. .W 1,872 2 10 22 356 2 10 26 1448 2 10 21 3 - . 65 9 18 35 
NE 878 1 8 20 90 1 1 6 623 1 7 17 99 12 16 24 66 11 18 27 
ND 303 2 8 19 83 2 4 18 199 2 4 18 10 5 16 27 17 8 23 40 
SD 348 3 10 24 90 2 8 25 205 3 4 20 38 13 18 38 15 5 14 31 
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Total Cases No Court Action Court Action 
During or After 
Before Pretrial Pretrial Trial 
Time Intervals in Time Intervals Time Intervals Time Intervals Time intervals 
__ Sento 7 Genthe ___in Months in Months ___in Months 
Number 10 Pet. 10 Pct. | Number [10 Pct. 10 Pct. | Number | 10 Pct. 19 Pct. Number | 10 Pct. 10 Pct. | Number! 10 Pct. 10 Pet. 

Circuit and of Less More of Less More of Less More of Less More of Less More 
District Cases Than |Median| Than | Cases | Than /|Median| Than Cases | Than |Median| Than | Cases | Than |Median| Than Cases | Than | Median; Than 
9TH 28,635 1 8 27 7,423 2 7 20 20,096 1 8 28 479 8 17 36 637 11 21 40 
AK 486 2 9 28 16 1 2 7 449 2 3 27 1 : . 20 19 26 37 
AZ 2,193 2 i) 29 458 2 7 24 1,671 2 10 28 20 12 33 72 44 16 32 52 
CA,N 4,761 1 7 24 3=—.2.,214 2 7 20 2,425 1 7 24 24 10 21 33 98 14 25 44 
CA,E 1,836 2 9 26 550 2 7 25 1,246 2 10 25 5 - . . 35 17 24 42 
CA,C 8,422 1 7 20 2,696 2 8 20 5,485 1 6 19 85 7 15 36 156 10 19 39 
CA,S 2,919 2 13 28 105 1 3 11 2,765 2 14 28 6 . . 43 10 23 38 
Hi 961 2 8 25 608 3 10 26 336 1 6 22 . . . . 17 1 20 30 
ID 456 2 13 27 37 1 2 7 300 3 11 27 96 10 17 30 23 15 25 49 
MT 596 2 11 29 134 1 6 27 294 2 8 29 150 8 16 32 18 10 16 36 
NV 1,607 1 7 25 213 1 5 18 1,322 1 7 23 31 5 20 30 41 14 29 39 
OR 1,700 2 8 22 211 1 4 13 1,408 2 8 22 13 8 12 24 68 8 17 38 
WA,E §13 1 8 18 44 1 7 16 457 1 8 18 5 - - 7 - - . 
WA,W 2,064 2 9 16 103 1 4 15 1,882 2 9 16 17 7 14 22 62 10 15 21 
GUAM 55 1 6 22 16 1 3 17 37 1 6 22 . . . 2 - - . 

NMI 66 1 4 14 18 1 3 6 19 1 4 13 26 2 8 15 3 
10TH 9,162 2 8 22 959 1 4 13 6,237 2 8 22 1,583 4 10 24 383 7 16 37 
co 2,133 2 7 26 127 1 2 7 1,667 2 6 23 243 8 17 34 96 5 20 34 
KS 1,437 2 8 24 306 2 6 15 875 2 7 22 196 9 15 32 60 9 18 40 
NM 1,415 3 9 19 96 1 5 1 1,006 3 9 19 266 6 11 20 47 11 16 25 
OK,N 911 2 10 20 68 1 6 13 777 2 10 19 32 10 14 27 34 5 16 41 
OK,E 478 2 7 15 89 1 5 9 323 2 7 15 37 6 7 14 29 6 7 12 
OK,W 1,564 1 7 16 195 1 4 13 651 1 5 15 647 3 8 16 71 6 10 22 
UT 928 2 10 35 12 1 4 27 895 2 10 35 5 - - 16 17 29 42 
WwY 296 2 9 22 66 1 4 28 43 2 8 35 157 5 9 16 30 9 13 40 
11TH 23,947 2 9 27 2,251 1 6 20 19,521 2 ~ 28 1,610 6 14 25 565 10 19 37 
AL,N 4,927 3 18 53 750 2 y 59 3,976 3 21 53 142 12 18 32 59 10 19 29 
AL.M 1,117 1 8 20 13 1 2 8 $78 1 7 18 82 8 13 23 44 4 14 30 
AL,S 893 2 7 18 103 1 3 13 744 2 7 19 17 10 14 17 29 6 14 25 
FL.N 824 2 8 22 85 2 6 15 696 2 8 22 10 g 14 26 33 8 20 37 
FL,M 4,877 2 i) 24 384 2 6 17 4,139 2 se) 24 185 10 17 26 169 13 19 39 
FL,S 5,796 2 7 23 200 1 6 18 5,525 2 7 23 14 9 18 28 57 10 22 36 
GA,N 3,420 2 8 22 440 1 3 8 1,785 2 7 19 1,091 6 13 24 104 10 24 39 
GA,M 1,212 3 12 30 205 1 5 22 952 3 12 30 16 11 19 32 39 13 24 49 
GA,S 881 2 8 20 71 1 6 13 726 2 8 20 53 6 7 19 31 5 13 23 


NOTE: TIME INTERVALS COMPUTED ONLY IF 10 OR MORE CASES. THIS TABLE EXCLUDES LAND CONDEMNATIONS, PRISONER PETITIONS, AND DEPORTATION REVIEWS. INTERVALS SHOWN ARE FOR MEDIAN TIME AND 
FOR 10 PERCENT OF THE SLOWEST AND THE FASTEST CASES. FOR EXAMPLE, THE TIME INTERVAL OF THE FASTEST 10 PERCENT OF TOTAL CASES TERMINATED FOR THE NATION WAS LESS THAN 2 MONTHS; THE 
SLOWEST 10 PERCENT EXCEEDED 25 MONTHS. 
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Table C-6. 
U.S. District Courts—Civil Cases Pending, by District and Length of Time Pending, 


as of September 30, 1998 


Length of Time Pending 
3 Years or More 
Less Than 1 1to2 2to3 
Circuit and District Total Year Years Years Number Percent’ 

TOTAL 267,088 151,382 61,484 28,601 25,621 9.6 

DC 2,971 1,816 693 204 258 8.7 
1ST 8,176 4,732 2,015 596 833 10.2 

ME 494 414 61 7 12 2.4 
MA 3,773 2,231 977 301 264 7.0 
NH 651 417 148 62 24 3.7 
Ri 706 475 168 40 23 3.3 
PR 2,552 1,195 661 186 510 20.0 
~ 2ND 30,133 16,068 7,433 3,300 3,332 11.1 
a CT 3,939 2,030 970 475 464 11.8 
NY,N 3,077 1,476 764 350 487 15.8 
NY,E 8,982 5,133 2,330 858 661 7.4 
NY,S 11,676 6,189 2,755 1,372 1,360 11.6 
NY ,W 2,073 971 530 226 346 16.7 
VT 386 269 84 19 14 3.6 
3RD 18,692 12,551 3,927 1,211 1,003 5.4 

DE 900 546 249 60 45 5.0 
NJ 5,454 3,636 1,199 364 255 4.7 
PA,E 6,909 4,957 1,326 315 311 4.5 
PA,M 1,667 1,178 331 105 53 3.2 
PA,W 2,962 1,897 629 257 179 6.0 
Vi 800 337 193 110 160 20.0 
4TH 14,400 11,003 2,264 666 467 3.2 

MD 3,409 2,345 504 283 277 8.1 
NC,E 1,006 782 188 34 2 2 
NC,M 872 659 164 30 19 2.2 
NC,W 1,042 692 248 64 38 3.6 
SC 3,076 2,417 536 95 28 9 
VA,E 2,089 1,863 134 60 32 1.5 
VA,W 1,290 975 218 63 34 2.6 
WV,N 541 390 96 20 35 6.5 
WV,S 1,075 880 176 17 2 2 


Table C-6. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


7 Length of Time Pending 
3 Years or More 
Less Than 1 1to2 2to3 — 

Circuit and District Tota! Year Years Years Number Percent’ 
5TH 35,216 17,324 6,879 8,228 2,785 7.9 
LA,E 2,940 2,250 526 94 70 2.4 
LA,M 8,774 603 249 6,372 1,550 17.7 
LAW 2,151 1,508 445 126 72 3.3 
MS,N 1,062 732 227 61 42 4.0 
MS,S 2,007 1,400 438 122 47 2.3 
TX,N 4,044 2,921 686 269 168 4.2 
TX,E 6,028 2,108 2,861 597 462 7.7 
TX,S 5,900 4,007 1,062 487 344 5.8 
TX,W 2,310 1,795 385 100 30 1.3 
6TH 34,815 18,044 14,477 1,443 851 2.4 
KY,E 1,913 1,519 275 82 37 1.9 
KYW 1,400 951 292 97 60 4.3 
Mi,E 18,831 7,421 11,123 189 98 5 
~ Mi.W 1,172 842 253 50 27 2.3 
® OH,N 3,392 2,395 714 155 128 3.8 
OH,S 3,627 2,046 797 446 338 9.3 
T™N,E 1,980 1 97 490 241 52 2.6 
™\.M 1,396 «8 324 134 60 4.3 
™N.W 1,104 795 209 49 51 4.6 
7TH 15,473 9,924 3,217 1,364 968 6.3 
IL,N 7,694 4,672 1,695 675 652 8.5 
iL,c 1,250 736 278 145 91 7.3 
IL,S 1,105 742 232 87 44 4.0 
IN.N 1,806 1,217 230 275 84 4.7 
INS 2,151 1,446 497 132 76 3.5 
WIE 1,143 798 276 49 20 1.7 
Wwi,w 324 313 4 1 1 3 
8TH 13,416 9,181 3,113 737 385 2.9 
AR,E 2,142 1,479 505 133 25 1.2 

AR,W 692 586 96 10 
1A,N 628 363 194 52 19 3.0 
1A,S 1,051 646 27C 67 68 6.5 
MN 2,590 1,862 478 131 119 4.6 
MO,E 2,591 1,645 721 167 58 2.2 
MO,W 2,147 1,498 473 108 68 3.2 
NE 936 667 226 28 15 1.6 
ND 237 167 54 12 4 1.7 


Table C-6. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Length of Time Pending 
3 Years or More 
Less Than 1 1to2 2to3 
Circuit and District Total Year Years Years Number Percent* 
9TH 35,532 23,374 7,589 2,625 1,944 5.5 
AK 599 297 150 37 115 19.2 
AZ 3,720 1,987 919 547 267 7.2 
CA,N 5,304 3,404 1,034 448 418 7.9 
CA,E 4,532 2,689 1,056 429 358 7.9 
CA,C 9,268 6,729 1,602 517 420 4.5 
CA,S 1,847 1,388 312 99 48 2.6 
HI 1,484 710 658 66 50 3.4 
iD 610 362 181 47 20 3.3 
MT 813 441 191 90 91 11.2 
NV 2,536 1,725 608 149 54 2.1 
OR 1,874 1,354 376 95 49 2.6 
WA,E 489 379 72 24 14 2.9 
m4 WA,W 2,321 1,814 411 62 34 1.5 
i GUAM 69 46 7 11 5 7.2 
NMI 66 49 12 4 1 1.5 
10TH 10,969 7,052 2,331 823 763 7.0 
co 2,827 1,680 649 236 262 9.3 
KS 1,612 1,068 346 156 42 2.6 
NM 1,727 1,121 308 136 162 9.4 
OK,N 1,012 698 252 41 21 2.1 
OK,F 503 400 85 15 3 6 
OK, ¥ 1,359 1,074 235 40 10 7 
UT 1,465 742 385 175 163 11.1 
WY 464 269 71 24 100 21.6 
11TH 47,295 20,313 7,546 7,404 12,032 25.4 
AL,N 24,149 5,383 1,925 5,670 11,171 46.3 
AL,M 1,459 927 374 81 77 5.3 
AL,S 1,273 817 283 84 89 7.0 
FL.N 1,534 1,020 369 89 56 3.7 
FL,M 6,276 3,779 1,709 537 251 4.0 
FL,S 5,960 3,832 1,458 469 201 3.4 
GA,N 4,151 3,036 883 178 54 1.3 
aA,M 1,610 848 400 233 129 80 
GA,S 883 671 145 63 4 5 


* PERCENT NOT COMPUTED FOR FEWER THAN 10 CASES. 
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Table C-7. 


U.S. District Courts—Civil and Criminal Trials Completed, by District, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Civil* Criminal 
Total 
Circuit and District All Trials Total Nonjury Jury Total Nonjury Jury 

TOTAL 16,196 9,349 5,224 4,125 6,847 3,036 3,811 
oc 189 104 78 26 85 18 67 

1ST 505 294 137 157 211 96 115 
ME 52 34 7 27 18 7 11 
MA 190 142 78 64 48 12 36 
NH 50 36 9 27 14 9 5 
RI 65 37 19 18 28 7 21 
PR 148 45 24 21 103 61 42 

2ND 1,479 999 520 479 480 233 247 
cT 199 148 67 81 51 21 30 
NY,N 97 70 24 46 27 10 17 
NYE 415 270 157 113 145 70 75 
NY.S 629 424 232 192 205 103 102 
NY,W 77 50 22 28 27 - 19 
vT 62 37 18 19 25 21 4 

3RD 1,288 962 481 481 326 136 190 
DE 82 74 52 22 8 5 3 
NJ 305 230 113 117 75 30 45 
PAE 447 346 141 205 101 19 82 
PA.M 206 132 67 65 74 50 24 
PA.W 205 166 97 69 39 21 18 
v! 43 14 11 3 29 11 18 

4TH 1,644 885 514 371 759 333 426 
MD 215 120 71 49 95 37 58 
NC,E 70 20 10 10 50 17 33 
NC,M 89 19 7 12 70 28 42 
NCW 194 116 100 16 78 37 41 
sc 334 258 123 135 76 29 47 
VA.E 451 18¢ 103 81 267 132 135 
VA.W 114 53 17 36 61 25 36 
WV,.N 80 65 51 14 15 1 14 
WV,.S 97 50 32 18 47 27 20 


621 


Table C-7. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Civil" Criminal 
Total 
Circuit and District All Trials Total Nonjury Jury Total Nonjury Jury 

5TH 2,486 1,484 977 507 1,002 513 489 
LAE 207 167 97 70 40 21 19 
LAM 40 22 16 ~ 18 4 10 
LA,W 157 116 74 42 41 15 26 
MS.N 85 68 28 40 17 ~ 12 
MS,S 150 114 57 57 36 10 26 
TX,N 322 221 144 77 101 39 62 
TX,E 221 139 72 Crd 82 35 47 
™,S 828 449 363 86 379 230 149 
TX.W 476 188 126 62 288 150 138 

6TH 1,307 802 419 383 505 201 304 
KY,.E 105 45 11 34 60 25 35 
KYW 120 61 28 33 59 33 26 
MIE 205 142 60 82 63 21 42 
MI.W 97 37 26 11 60 33 27 
OH,N 183 131 59 72 52 7 45 
OH,S 173 126 80 46 47 24 23 
TNE 140 94 6 38 46 17 29 
TN.M 133 89 54 35 44 23 21 
T™N.W 151 77 45 32 74 18 56 

7TH 952 559 325 234 393 185 208 
1L,N 337 238 143 95 99 43 56 
iL.C 86 44 24 20 42 16 26 
iL.S 156 69 33 36 87 57 30 
IN.N 122 52 32 20 70 21 49 
IN.S 134 79 59 20 55 39 16 
WLE ts) 44 23 21 24 4 20 
Wwi.w 49 33 11 22 16 g 11 

8TH 1,253 736 368 368 517 188 329 
ARE 249 161 83 78 rs) 56 32 
AR.W 78 67 17 50 11 3 - 
1A,N 63 26 12 14 37 12 25 
IAS 101 31 23 8 70 43 27 
MN 130 62 24 38 68 5 63 
MOE 179 27 60 67 52 7 45 
MO.W 189 147 96 51 42 6 36 
NE 139 84 41 43 55 27 28 
ND 30 7 7 23 4 19 
so 95 24 12 12 71 25 46 
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Table C-7. (September 30, 1998-—Continued) 


Civil’ Criminal 
Total 
Circuit and District All Triais Total Nonjury Jury Total Nonjury Jury 

oTH 2,079 925 561 364 1,164 547 607 
AK 45 27 14 13 18 3 15 
AZ 213 81 4) 40 132 88 44 
CA.N 175 120 63 57 55 21 34 
CAE 124 46 15 33 78 26 52 
CA.C 368 197 111 Rb 171 24 147 
CAS 388 54 26 29 334 204 130 
HI 48 12 K 4 36 18 18 
iD 61 39 28 1 22 1 1 
MI 48 15 4 6 33 3 30 
NV 135 79 53 26 56 14 42 
OR 128 44 25 19 84 59 25 
WA,E 176 97 93 4 79 66 13 
WA,W 141 106 69 37 35 4 26 
GUAM 25 7 7 18 1 17 
NMI 4 1 1 3 3 

10TH 1,148 596 323 273 552 334 218 
co 223 141 83 58 82 60 22 
KS 180 70 31 39 110 70 40 
NM 234 90 55 35 144 81 63 
OK,N 112 67 43 24 45 28 17 
OK,E 68 41 17 24 27 19 cf) 
OK,W 166 100 45 55 66 42 24 
UT 72 42 22 20 30 2 28 
wy 93 45 27 18 48 32 16 

11TH 1,866 1,003 521 482 863 252 611 
AL, 169 125 64 61 44 14 30 
ALM 78 46 24 22 32 5 27 
AL,S 142 87 66 21 55 23 32 
FL,N 168 58 28 30 110 47 63 
FL.M 323 161 69 92 162 37 125 
FL.S 505 241 114 127 264 43 221 
GA.N 259 156 92 64 103 52 51 
GA.M 100 46 15 31 54 24 30 
GA,S 122 83 49 34 39 7 32 


NOTE: THIS TABLE INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY; ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGES ARE EXCLUDED THIS TABLE INCLUDES LAND 
CONDEMNATION TRIALS, HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON CONTESTED MOTIONS, MISCELLANEOUS CIVIL CASES. AND OTHER CONTESTED 
PROCEEDINGS IN WHICH EVIDENCE IS INTRODUCED 


* INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES 
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Table C-8. 
U.S. District Courts—-Length of Civil and Criminal Trials Completed, by District, 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Civil Triais 


Total 1 | 2 | 3 | 4to9 10to 19 | 20 Days 1 
Circuit and District) All Triais — Total Day — Days — Days Days Days or More Total Day 
TOTAL 16,196 9,349 4,116 1,479 1,174 2,218 297 65 6,647 3,092 
oc 189 104 38 1 15 36 3 1 85 20 
1ST 505 294 93 46 28 103 21 3 211 69 
ME 52 34 9 4 4 | } 
MA 190 142 47 24 8 
NH 50 36 6 2 7 
Rl 65 37 8 10 7 
PR 148 45 23 6 2 
2ND 1,479 999 344 146 121 
cT 199 148 48 18 20 
NY.N 97 70 13 9 9 
NYE 415 270 118 35 23 
NY.S 629 424 139 73 55 
NY W 77 50 7 8 10 
vT 62 37 19 3 4 
3RD 1,288 962 346 177 115 
DE 82 74 36 11 2 
NJ 305 230 71 38 33 
PAE 447 346 110 72 55 
PAM 206 132 50 30 13 
PAW 205 166 71 25 10 
vi 43 14 8 1 2 
4TH 1,644 885 503 139 102 
MD 215 120 49 18 20 
NC.E 70 20 6 4 
NC.M 89 19 5 1 2 
NCW 194 116 97 7 3 
SC 334 258 154 33 34 
VA.E 451 184 92 51 20 
VA.W 114 53 24 12 11 
WV.N 80 65 51 6 4 
wv.s 97 50 25 7 5 


Criminal Trials 


2 3 4to9 
Days Days Days 
1,183 941 1,208 

6 13 36 


39 28 48 


10 to 19 | 20 Days 


Days | of More 
236 97 
5 3 
15 12 


78t 


Clroult end Oletrict | All Triele_ 


at ae 2 eee eee ones een mee 


5TH 

LAE 

LAM 
LA,W 
MS,N 
MSS 
TX,N 
TX.E 

TX,S 

TX,W 


6TH 

KY,E 

KYW 
MIE 

MI,W 
OH,N 
OH,S 
TNE 

TN.M 
TN.W 


7TH 

IL.N 
IL,C 
L,S 
INN 
INS 
WIE 
Wi,W 


8TH 
ARE 
AR.W 
1A,N 
IA.S 
MN 
MO,E 
MO,W 
NE 
ND 
SD 


Total 
2,486 1,484 
207 167 
40 22 
157 116 
85 68 
150 114 
322 221 
221 139 
828 449 
476 188 
1,307 802 
105 45 
120 61 
205 142 
97 37 
183 131 
173 126 
140 94 
133 89 
151 77 
952 559 
337 238 
86 44 
156 69 
122 52 
134 ‘9 
68 44 
49 33 
1,253 736 
249 161 
78 67 
63 26 
101 31 
130 62 
179 127 
189 147 
139 84 
30 7 
95 24 


1 


Day 


856 
73 
12 
57 
28 
4) 

135 
70 

329 

11 


231 


Days 


Civil Trials 


3 
Days 


169 


| 


| Days 


17 
1 


w 


— 


10 to 19 


20 Days 


or More Total | 


393 


55 


517 


id) 


s 
Day 


2 
Days 


Criminal Trials 


| 
| 3 | 4109 | 101019) 20Days 
Days Days Days or More 
110 118 16 6 
; om] 
1 } 1 
4 11 1 
1 3 1 
7 5 1 
13 22 5 1 
11 12 1 
40 39 6 2 
410 16 1 1 
79 106 12 6 
6 q 
12 5 2 
14 18 6 2 
4 12 
10 23 2 
6 10 1 2 
H 3 1 
4 1 
11 18 1 
53 75 15 8 
13 28 ie) 7 
6 11 2 
i 10 1 
15 11 1 
3 3 1 
7 9 2 
1 3 
93 100 11 3 | 
“4 t, | 
; 2 
8 17 1 
7 4 
17 30 3 3 
2 10 5 
10 1 
7 12 1 
7 3 
14 9 


est 
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Table C-8. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
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Civil Trials Criminal Trials 
-~ —_— . ' 1 
Total 1 | 2 | 3 | 4to9 10 to 19 20 Days 1 2 | 3 4to9 10to19 | 20 Days 

Circult and District) All Trials | Total | | Day | Days | Days | Days Days or More Total Day Days | Days Days Days or More 

9TH 2,079 925 322 136 103 274 74 16 1,154 §2€ 187 147 225 60 9 
AK 45 27 1 2 8 16 18 4 2 6 6 
AZ 213 81 22 22 6 23 7 1 132 81 19 14 13 3 2 
CA.N 175 120 39 8 10 41 20 2 55 16 6 5 17 10 1 
CA,E 124 46 6 7 4 18 6 78 24 12 11 18 11 2 
CA,C 368 197 36 29 23 77 24 8 171 24 24 28 76 18 1 
CAS 388 54 13 9 8 18 3 4134 204 64 29 42 5 
HI 48 12 2 3 1 1 16 15 6 4 10 1 
iD 61 39 23 5 10 1 22 6 } 7 1 1 
MT 48 15 6 4 2 33 7 12 6 5 2 1 
NV 135 79 38 15 12 12 2 56 15 14 11 11 5 
OR 128 44 20 10 } 84 55 10 10 8 1 
WA.E 176 97 80 8 6 79 62 ] 7 2 1 
WA.W 141 106 31 20 14 36 5 45 11 5 6 12 1 
GUAM 25 7 5 1 1 18 2 } 5 6 1 1 
NMI 4 1 1 } 1 2 

10TH 1,148 596 243 9° 79 153 27 2 §52 336 72 68 65 10 1 
co 223 141 59 11 15 46 9 1 82 51 a) 10 4 3 1 
KS 180 70 25 ce) 8 22 5 1 110 65 15 15 13 2 
NM 234 90 40 16 10 22 2 144 38 27 17 11 1 
OK,N 112 67 30 16 8 i) 4 45 25 6 6 6 2 
OK,E 68 41 20 4 11 6 27 18 2 2 5 
OK,W 166 100 41 22 17 17 3 66 44 4 a 8 1 
UT 72 42 7 12 8 15 30 13 7 4 5 1 
wy 93 45 21 2 2 16 4 48 32 2 5 9 

11TH 1,866 1,003 482 151 128 222 17 3 063 293 155 179 201 20 15 
AL,N 169 125 73 17 14 20 1 . 44 17 5 12 9 : 1 
AL.M 78 46 22 8 8 7 1 32 9 5 9 i] 
ALS 142 87 66 11 5 4 1 . 55 27 12 8 7 1 
FL,N 168 58 28 5 ) 15 1 . 110 46 22 28 13 1 
FL.M 323 161 49 43 24 39 4 2 162 47 30 46 35 2 2 
FL.S 505 241 99 32 40 65 5 264 56 44 53 89 12 10 
GA,N 259 156 73 15 10 53 5 103 51 11 4 26 4 2 
GAM 100 46 18 9 10 9 . . 54 26 13 
GAS 122 83 54 1 8 10 . . 39 14 13 7 5 


NOTE: THIS TABLE INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGES ARE EXCLUDED THIS TABLE INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLA 
NEOUS CASES, HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON CONTESTED MOTIONS. AND OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS IN WHICH EVIDENCE !S 
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Table C-9. 


U. S. District Courts—Civil and Criminal Trials Terminated That Required 20 or More Days 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


District | 
CA,C Bayley et. al. 
AL,M Reynolds 
PA,E Lanning et. al. 
NY,W Forest Laboratories 
CA,C Atlantic Richfield, 
NJ Mars Incorporated 
IL,N North Shore Medical 
DC FTC 
AR,E Concord Boat Corp. 
MA Austin et. al. 
NJ BP Chemicals, Ltd. 
IL,N Elkay Mfg. Co. 
CA,N U.S. 
CA,C Irvine Company, The 
KS Koch 
TX,W Kaepa, Inc. 
CT Lacher 
NY,E Gonzalez et. al. 
NY,E Harris 
NY,E Karp 
NY,E Jones et. al. 
NY,E Fletcher et. al. 
NY,E Santiago et. al. 
IL,N Chgo. Fire Fighters 
MN Interactive Technology 
CA,C Bourns, Inc. 
SC Malone et. al. 
NJ ‘Vorsley 
IL,N Elkay Mfg. Co. 
IL,C Deese 
CA,S Pershing Park Villas 
NY,N Boucher Beverly 
NY,S Natl. Communications 


Case/Defendant Name 


v Steve Schmidt & Co. 
v Dept. Transportation 


v Southeastern Pennsylvania 


v Abbott Laboratories 

v Unocal Corp et. al. 

v Coin Acceptors, Inc. 
v Evanston Hosp. Corp. 
v Cardinal! Health, Inc. 
v Brunswick Corp. 

v Cheverie et. al. 


v Formosa Chemical et. 


v Ebco Mfg. Co. 
v FMC, Inc. 


v Federal Insurance Co. 


v Koch Ind., Inc. 

v Achilles Corporation 
v Louis Dreyfus Corp. 

v Digital Equipment Co. 
v Digital Equipment Co. 
v Digital Equipment Co. 
v Digital Equipment Co. 
v Digital Equipment Co 
v Digital Equipment Co. 
v Washington et.al. 

v Pittway Corporation 

v Raychem Corporation 
v General Motors 

v U.S. Marshals et. al. 
v Ebco Mfg. Co. 

v Spfid. Thoracic et. al. 


v United Pacific Insurance 


v Sears W. S. Ertl. 
v American Telephone 


Civil 


al. 


Nature of Proceeding 


Securities, Commodities, Exchange 
Civil Rights - Employment 

Civil Rights - Employment 
Patent 

Patent 

Patent 

Antitrust 

Banks and Banking 

Antitrust 

Securities, Commodities, Exchange 
Patent 

Patent 

Contract 

Insurance Contract 

Contract 

Contract 

Contract 

Personal Injury/Product Liability 
Personal Injury/Product Liability 
Personal Injury/Product Liability 
Personal Injury/Product Liability 
Personal Injury/Product Liability 
Personal Injury/Product Liability 
Civil Rights - Employment 
Patent 

Antitrust 

Personal Injury/Product Liability 
Civil Rights - Employment 
Patent 

Contract 

Insurance Contract 

Civil RICO 

Interstate Commerce 


B77 


Trial 
Days 


152 
76 
65 
49 
46 
4) 
40 
37 
37 
35 
35 
34 
34 
34 
34 
33 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
30 
29 
28 
27 
27 
27 
27 
26 
26 


Type of 
Trial 


JURY 
NONJURY 
NONJURY 
JURY 
NONJURY 
NONJURY 
JURY 
NONJURY 
JURY 
JURY 
NONJURY 
NONJURY 
JURY 
NONJURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
NONJURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
NONJURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 


LARS NE SN PAE (SEL ION OLE CREATES EISNER SD OAS REMEAGIS ORE IED A AIOE L I ILE IS NE SET ETE OLSEN: NE: SAREE IPE SB OR TCI RSE IAE EEIDI, APR TRAE RED Bt OTE TO LARGE Sl MEE 
Table C-9. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
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Civil 
Trial Type of 
District Case/Defendant Name | Nature of Proceeding Days Trial 
NY,W Gavenda v Orleans County et. al. | Civil Rights - Employment 26 JURY 
PA,W Hall et. al. v Babcock & Wilcox Co. Environmental Matters 26 JURY 
TX,N Texas Beef Group v Winfrey et. al. Assault, Libel, and Slander 26 JURY 
IL,N Nat!. Organization v Scheidler et. al. Antitrust 26 NONJURY 
MA Gates Formed-Fibre —_ v Delaware Valley Corp. Patent 25 JURY 
NY,N Nashua Corp. v Norton Co. Environmental Matters 25 NONJURY 
MO,E McDonnell Douglas v Sci. Technology Contract 25 NONJURY 
MO,E Computrol, Inc. v Newtrend, L.P. et. al. Contract 25 JURY 
MD Williams v Sabatini et. al. Civil Rights 24 NONJURY 
NJ SEC v Antar et. al. Securities, Commodities, Exchange 23 NONJURY 
MO,E St. Louis Convention — v Natl. Football League Antitrust 23 JURY 
AZ State Of Arizona et. al. v Service Corporation Employee Retire. Income Security 23 JURY 
CA,C Mgmt Activities. Inc. v USA et. al. Personal Property Damage 23 NONJURY 
CA,C Jack Demirjian v Management Activities Airplane Personal Injury 23 NONJURY 
CA,C James Lawson et. al. v Management Activities Airplane Personal! Injury 23 NONJURY 
CA,S Kennedy et. al v Southern California Personal Injury 23 JURY 
MT Matter of Litigation v State Prison Prisoner - Civil Rights 23 JURY 
FL,M Hipp et. al. v Liberty National Life Civil Rights - Employment 23 JURY 
NY,E Kurtz v New York City et. al. Civil Rights 22 NONJURY 
NJ Blakey v Continental Airlines Civil Rights - Employment 22 JURY 
CA,N Daisy Systems Corp. v Re:Daisy Systems Corp. Bankruptcy Withdrawal 22 JURY 
CA,C Bob Jackson & Son v Management Activities Airplane Personal Injury 22 NONJURY 
NY,E Bay Casino, LLP. v M/V Royal Empress Contract 21 NONJURY 
TX,S Adame et. al. v Koch Pipeline Co. et. al. Personal Injury 21 JURY 
CA,S Directed Electronics — v Code-Alarm, Inc. Patent 21 JURY 
HI Lenthall et. al. v Kauai County Housing Civil Rights - Employment 21 JURY 
FL,M Barrow v Bristol Meyers et. al. Personal Injury/Product Liability 21 NONJURY 
ME Zelman et. al. v Brighton Medical Center Antitrust 20 JURY 
NY,E Madden et. al. v Apple Computers, Inc. Personal Injury/Product Liability 20 JURY 
NJ Camden Associates  vN.J. Authority et. al. Contract 20 JURY 
TX,W 50-Off Stores, Inc. v Banques Paribas et. al. Securities, Commodities, Exchange 20 JURY 
CO Dodge v Cotter Corporation Environmental Matters 20 JURY 
Total 65 Cases 
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Table C-9. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Criminal 


District Case/Defendant Name Nature of Proceeding 
NJ Enright, Daniel Extortion/Rackeieering/Threats 
FL,S Grajales, Luis Afredo Drugs 
FL,S Smith, Orenthal J. Auto Theft 
NY,S Don King Productions, Inc. Fraud 
CO Nichols, Terry Murder 
FL,M Ippolito, Emilio L. Extortion/Racketeering/Threats 
NY,S Ayyad, Nidal Explosives 
NH Burke, Stephen G. Auto Theft 
GA,N Lam, Loc Racketeering/Murder 
NY,S Guzman, Miguel Drugs 
NY,S Zichettello, Thomas Racketeering 
PA,M Mangiardi, Paul J. Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 
OH,N Skeddle, Ronald W. Racketeering/Money Laundering 
MA Meuse, Thomas C. Bank Robbery 
FL,S Moran, William Drugs 
NY,E Raysor, Umeme Drugs 
CT Monaco, James Money Laundering 
PR Colon-Miranda, Andres Drugs 
MD Chapman, Alan Vincent Racketeering/Murder 
AL,N Holley, Marvin Lee Continuing Criminal Enterprise 
NY,S Szur, Jeffrey Securities & Exchange Fraud 
MA Labovitz, Irving D. Bank Fraud 
MIE Tocco, Jack William Racketeering 
GA,N Prater, Charles B. Money and Finance 
NY,E Riley, Derrick Drugs 
TX,S Reyes, Ben T. Embezzlement 
FL,S Freitas, Luisa Drugs 
MS,S Foster, Eric Drugs 
IL,N Wilson, Terrance S. Fraud 
IL,N Colon, Gustavo Drugs 
MD Jones, Anthony Ayeni Racketeering/Murder 
OH,S Stewart, Daniel K. Income Tax Evasion 
GUAM Roy Toves Cabaccang Drugs 
FL,S Osorno, Gustavo Drugs 
RI Vigneau, Patrick M. Drugs 


30 


Type of 
Wat 


JURY 


JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
JURY 
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Table C-9. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


District 


a ee MN 


OH,N 
FL,S 
MA 
NY,E 
NJ 
PA,W 
IL,N 
IL,N 
CA,E 
DC 
PR 
NY,N 
NY,S 
NY,S 
IL,S 
DC 


7 


—— 


Pom ne eee ee 


Case/Defendant Name 


Headley, Robert J. 
Fong, Wendy H. 

Ober, Derek 

Nelson, Fred 

Gangi, Rosario 

Davis, Philip Will 

Ellis, Rodney 

Jackson, Edward Lee 
Lam, Tanh Huu 

Brown, Clarence 
Cartagena, Nelson 
Howard, Dorian C. 
Sambula, Frank 
Reinhold, Isaac 
Walker, Scott 

Mathis, Eddie J. 
Rosado-Rosario, Jaime 
Autuori, Edmund M. 
Fant, Chester 

Barnette, Aquilia Marcivi 
Stinger, Daniel H. 
Varela, Salome 
Etheridge, Dwayne Anthony 
Guyer, James P. 
Winburn, Lloyd R. 
Thomson, Donald L. 
Echevarria, Sergio 


Criminal 


Nature of Proceeding 
Fraud 
Drugs 
Bank Fraud 
Fraud 
Racketeering/E xtortion 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Drugs 
Explosives 
Firearms 
Drugs 
Escape, Aiding or Harboring 
income Tax Evasion 
Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 
Drugs 
Drugs 
Murder 
Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 
Bank Fraud 
Murder 
False Claims & Statements 
Kidnapping 
Drugs 
Bribery 
Fraud 
Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 
Auto Theft 


Total 


Trial 
Days 


23 
23 
22 
22 
22 
22 
22 
22 
22 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
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Table C-9. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Criminal 
enematicin i - — 
Trial Type of 
District Case/Defendant Name os oD Nature of Preseeding _ | Days — bial 
PA,M Mangiardi, Paul J. no Postal, Wire, Radio Freud 29 JURY. 
MD Holland, Dwayne Alonzo Drugs 29 JURY 
MS,N Gillespie, Jerry M. Loan and Credit Applications 29 JURY 
MT Schweitzer, Leroy M. Extortion/Racketeering/Threats 29 JURY 
MA Appleton Papers, Inc. Antitrust 28 JURY 
NJ Galluzzi, Joseph P. Embezzlement 28 JURY 
NY,N Oneida Research Svcs. False Claims & Statements 27 JURY 
PA,E Virelli, Dennis Conspiracy/Murder, Kidnapping 27 JURY 
VA,W Abed, Joseph Explosives 27 JURY 
TX,N McLaren, Richard Lance Bank Fraud 27 JURY 
MN Jefferson, Robert George Continuing Criminal Enterprise 27 JURY 
PA,E Stewart, Allen W. Racketeering 26 JURY 
MD Bivins, Karen Drugs 26 JURY 
a IL,N Young, Terry Drugs 26 JURY 
ve MN Ross, Arthur Schuyler Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 26 JURY 
4Z Reagan, Roy D. Fraud 26 JURY 
FL,S Fernandez, Joaquin N. Fraud 26 JURY 
PR Aponte-Lazu, Gregorio Auto Theft 25 JURY 
NJ Enemuo, Johnny Sunny Income Tax Evasion 25 JURY 
MD Baumgarten, Anthony Q. Drugs 25 JURY 
MD Lones, Michael Wayne Drugs 25 JURY 
TX,W Wright, Franklin Y. Income Tax Evasion 25 JURY 
OH,S Langan, Peter Firearms 25 JUR‘ 
CA,N Luong, John Immigration 25 JURY 
FL,S Susar, Jerry Money Laundering 25 JURY 
FL,S Prosperi, Arnold Paul Income Tax 25 JURY 
DC Gjerset, Erling R. Money Laundering 24 JURY 
PR Vega-Figueroa, Jose A. Drugs 24 JURY 
NJ Feliciano, Cristino Fraud 24 NONJURY 
IL,N Johnson, Darryl Lamont Murder 24 JURY 
ID Sandoval, Roberto Drugs 24 JURY 
FL,M Agnew, James Evan Drugs 24 JURY 
MA Patrick, Samuel Drugs 23 JURY 
NY,S Stephany, Pedro Assault 23 JURY 
MIE Culp, Edwin Drugs 23 JURY 
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Table C-10. 


U.S. District Courts—Time Intervals From Filing to Trial of Civil Cases in Which Trials Were Completed, by 
District, During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


T 


Total Trials 
a “T = 
Time interval in Months' 

Number of | 10 Percent 10 Percent | Number 
Circuit and District Trials | LessThan | Median | MoreThan | offriais 
TOTAL 6,152 9 19 42 2,031 

DC 71 6 18 46 45 
18T 224 9 19 41 67 

ME J2 9 14 22 5 
MA 105 9 23 45 4) 
NH 29 14 24 44 2 
Ri 31 6 15 25 13 
PR 27 10 20 39 6 
2ND 749 9 25 58 270 

cT 115 14 29 56 Mu 
NY.N 64 14 25 69 18 
NY.E 189 4 28 55 76 
NYS 317 9 20 51 125 
NY,W 40 1 32 77 12 
vT 24 10 17 46 5 
3RD 690 8 18 a 209 

DE 39 10 19 33 17 
NJ 170 12 26 51 53 
PAE 283 7 12 28 78 
PAM 81 11 18 % 16 
Paw 107 12 26 45 38 
vi 10 7 23 126 7 
4TH 524 7 14 29 153 

MD 85 9 18 ] %6 
NC,E 14 10 14 31 4 
NC,M 12 14 21 3 ° 
NC,W 23 7 20 51 7 
sc 167 8 14 22 32 
VA,E 132 6 8 16 51 
VA.W 45 8 13 30 9 
WV.N 17 10 13 26 3 
WV,S 29 12 21 33 1 


be 


; 


Nonjury Trials 
Time interval in Months’ 


10 Percent 10 Percent 
LessThe:, | Median More Than 
7 18 45 
3 16 47 
5 18 40 
5 19 45 
1 15 25 
2 24 55 
13 29 Ay 
4 25 56 
2 27 55 
4 19 43 
1 33 67 
7 18 43 
9 21 33 
6 24 54 
6 13 33 
1 21 39 
4 23 46 
7 13 3 
10 20 cc) 
5 13 21 
3 4 17 
1 24 33 


FF3 


Jury Trials 


Time interval in Months' 


10 Percent 10 Percent 
10 19 40 
8 19 36 
"1 19 41 
4 14 20 
12 23 42 
17 24 44 
10 13 23 
9 19 48 
12 25 60 
13 28 67 
16 24 69 
17 28 54 
10 21 58 
15 27 93 
1 16 45 
u 18 40 
10 19 29 
14 26 50 
8 12 27 
11 17 32 
16 26 41 
7 14 29 
a 17 3 
10 13 22 
14 21 38 
13 21 51 
10 14 23 
6 8 16 
8 12 »% 
2 12 26 
12 16 33 
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Table C-10. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Total Trials 


Nonjury Trials 


Jury Trials 


Time Interval in Months’ 


Time Interval in Months’ — 


-~q 


Number of | 10 Percent 10 Percent; Number | 10 Percent 10 Percent; Number 
Circuit and Distric' Trials LessThan | Median | MoreThan| ofTriais | LessThan Median | MoreThan| ofTriais | 

5TH 798 9 16 6 291 8 16 34 507 
LA,E 131 10 16 33 61 10 16 39 70 
LA.M 18 1 27 42 12 1 27 43 6 
LA,W 82 10 16 30 40 9 16 23 42 
MS,N 47 12 23 42 7 40 
MS,S 88 10 14 24 31 4 16 29 57 
TX,N 106 12 20 43 29 12 18 43 77 
TX.E 86 9 14 30 19 1 19 34 67 
™X,S 147 6 16 29 61 1 13 26 86 
TX.W 93 7 14 32 31 5 13 cu 62 

6TH 541 10 20 42 160 9 19 46 381 
KY,E 38 14 27 48 5 : : 33 
KY,W 44 7 19 46 1 15 20 46 33 
MIE 123 8 20 42 41 6 19 40 82 
MI,W 17 13 21 31 6 . . 1 
OH,N 93 10 18 40 21 8 17 40 72 
OH,S 58 17 26 40 12 4 22 31 46 
TNE 52 9 15 26 14 7 14 24 38 
™N.M 54 10 21 53 19 9 17 42 35 
TN,W 62 11 19 41 31 1 19 4) 31 

7TH 338 9 21 44 104 6 18 47 234 
IL,N 152 1 25 55 57 6 21 50 95 
IL,C 24 16 24 43 4 : . 20 
iL,S 47 15 22 43 11 9 18 54 % 
IN.N 27 10 17 23 7 ° ° 20 
INS 32 7 19 34 12 5 14 19 20 
WLE 30 9 19 28 9 ° ° 21 
Wi,w 26 6 9 13 4 22 

8TH §11 9 18 34 143 7 17 37 368 
AR,E 117 9 16 29 39 5 14 25 78 
AR.W 62 8 13 24 12 8 16 28 50 
1A,N 17 7 23 32 3 . : . 14 
IAS 14 7 19 26 6 : : ° 8 
MN 49 14 22 37 11 12 21 46 38 
MO,E 87 14 19 36 20 6 19 71 67 
MO,W 77 11 17 38 26 9 14 27 51 
NE 63 10 20 39 20 2 17 37 43 
ND 7 . . . . 7 
SD 18 13 17 27 6 12 


Time Interval in Months' 


10 Percent 
MoreThan | 

17 36 
17 31 
17 39 
23 43 
14 23 
22 41 
14 26 
19 29 
14 32 
21 4a 
27 40 
18 45 
21 42 
21 31 
18 40 
26 40 
15 26 
22 55 
25 39 
23 44 
27 55 
24 43 
23 42 
19 23 
21 43 
24 28 

4 13 
19 33 
19 29 
13 22 
23 33 
22 33 
19 32 
19 39 
20 39 
19 31 
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Table C-10. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Total Trials } ___Nonjury Trials _| _____ dary Trials, ee 
Time interval in Months’ a Time Interval in, Months’ Time interval in Months’ 
Number of | 10 Percent 10 Percent | Number 10 Percent 10 Percent Number 10 Percent 10 Percent 
Circuit and District Trials LessThan | Median | MoreThan| offriais | LessThan | Median | MoreThan| offriais | LessThan | Median | MoreThan 
9TH 658 1 22 51 296 9 20 50 362 12 24 51 
AK 26 17 23 4 13 14 23 50 13 17 26 34 
AZ 60 16 33 54 22 4 27 51 38 21 36 84 
CA,N 91 13 26 54 34 4 25 52 57 14 29 60 
CALE 44 16 25 62 1 4 20 28 33 18 26 62 
CA,C 195 10 20 63 109 8 19 57 86 10 22 53 
CA,S 39 9 20 35 11 1 20 35 28 1 20 34 
HI 10 12 19 27 6 4 . 
iD 15 13 19 28 4 1 13 17 28 
MT 12 10 15 47 6 . : 6 . . . 
NV 40 17 28 38 14 6 25 55 26 17 29 37 
OR 31 4 15 38 12 7 15 22 19 10 15 45 
WA,E 9 . . . 5 . . . 4 . . . 
WA,w 81 10 15 20 44 a) 14 23 37 12 15 18 
GUAM 4 . 4 : , :; : : 
NMI 1 1 
10TH 391 7 16 38 118 5 15 42 273 7 17 37 
co 101 9 20 35 43 1 19 50 58 10 21 34 
KS 45 9 21 44 6 . 39 4 21 42 
NM 53 11 18 37 18 8 15 42 35 13 18 35 
OK,N 41 5 15 39 17 4g 15 36 24 4 15 39 
OK,E 27 6 7 10 3 ; . 24 6 7 y 
OK,W 69 7 11 25 14 5 1 34 55 7 10 24 
UT 33 5 24 50 13 1 20 37 20 12 24 55 
WY 22 8 11 52 4 . . . 18 8 1 52 
11TH 657 10 19 37 175 7 18 42 482 11 19 36 
AL,N 79 10 19 35 18 2 11 28 61 11 20 35 
AL,M 35 q 15 148 13 1 36 155 22 8 13 19 
ALS 33 11 15 33 12 1 16 33 21 11 15 31 
FL.N 37 8 20 44 7 . 30 8 20 44 
FL.M 136 13 18 34 44 12 20 36 92 12 17 28 
FL.S 170 10 22 39 43 1 17 44 127 12 23 38 
GA,N 94 10 23 35 30 8 21 37 64 14 24 35 
GA.M 34 10 23 48 3 . 31 13 23 45 
GA,S 39 10 15 35 5 34 4 15 36 


NOTE: THIS TABLE INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY. THIS TABLE EXCLUDES ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGES AND THE FOLLOWING TRIALS 

LAND CONDEMNATION CASES; FORFEITURE AND PENALTY CASES, PRISONER PETITIONS (HABEAS CORPUS, MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE UNDER 28 USC 2255 HEARINGS ON EVIDENTIARY MATTERS), BANK- 
RUPTCY PETITIONS, AND THREE-JUDGE COURT CASES. INTERVALS SHOWN ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TIME AND FOR 10 PERCENT OF THE SLOWEST AND THE FASTEST CASES FOR EXAMPLE, THE TIME INTERVAL FROM 
FILING TO TRIAL FOR THE FASTEST 10 PERCENT OF COMPLETED CIVIL TRIALS FOR THE NATION WAS LESS THAN 9 MONTHS, THE SLOWEST 10 PERCENT EXCEEDED 42 MONTHS 

‘TIME INTERVALS COMPUTED ONLY FOR 10 OR MORE TRIALS 
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Table D. 
U.S. District Courts—Criminal Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1997 and 1998 


Filings Terminations Pending RPE ay 
Percent Percent | Percent 
Circuit and District 1997 1998 Change 1997 1998 ‘Change 1997° 1998 Change _ 
TOTAL 50,363 57,691 14.6 4_,887 51,428 9.7 37,237 43,500 16.8 
DC 662 501 - 24.3 562 463 - 17.6 629 667 6.0 
1ST 1,034 1,028 -.6 1,024 942 - 8.0 1,237 1,323 7.0 
Mt 138 141 2.2 154 131 “14.9 77 87 13.0 
MA 352 376 6.8 357 323 9.5 418 471 12.7 
NH 145 143 -14 140 121 -13.6 188 210 117 
Ri 99 120 21.2 104 107 2.9 205 218 6.3 
PR 300 248 “17.3 269 260 -3.3 349 337 3.4 
2ND 3,541 3,592 1.4 3,130 3,132 1 6,066 6,526 7.6 
cT 229 221 -3.5 222 218 -1.8 216 219 1.4 
NY,N 501 517 3.2 451 389 -13.7 316 444 40.5 
NY,E 1,108 1,102 -.5 1,143 1,036 94 1,891 1,957 3.5 
NY,.S' 1,252 1,335 6.6 900 1,086 20.7 3,186 3,435 7.8 
NY,W 362 307 -15.2 32% 307 -5.0 361 361 - 
VT 89 110 23.6 91 96 5.5 96 110 14.6 
3RD 2,460 2,744 11.5 2,300 2,541 10.5 2,122 2,325 9.6 
DE 120 123 2.5 89 124 39.3 101 100 -1.0 
NJ 922 1,023 11.0 870 907 43 794 910 14.6 
PA,E 638 665 42 594 635 69 645 675 47 
PA,M 300 291 -3.0 282 279 “1.1 236 248 5.1 
PA,W 254 265 43 249 237 -48 165 193 17.0 
Vi 226 377 66.8 216 359 66.2 181 199 9.9 
4TH 6,106 6,540 7.1 5,667 5,702 6 3,298 4,136 25.4 
MD 548 545 -.§ 449 488 8.7 607 664 9.4 
NCE 767 848 10.6 789 724 -8.2 360 484 34.4 
NC.M 291 313 7.6 277 271 -2.2 185 227 22.7 
NC,W 354 339 -42 318 311 -2.2 354 382 7.9 
SC 649 799 23.1 640 661 3.3 476 614 29.0 
VA.E 2,873 3,108 8.2 2,632 2,654 8 828 1,282 54.8 
VA.W 285 262 - 8.1 240 249 3.8 256 269 5.1 
WV,N 132 113 -14.4 128 126 -1.6 94 81 -13.8 
WV,.S 207 213 2.9 194 218 12.4 138 133 -3.6 


Table D. Cases (Ses‘amber 30, 1998—Continued) 
Fitings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent | Percent 
Circuit and District 1997 199% Change 1997 1998 Change 1997° 1998 Change 
5TH 6,941 9,294 33.9 6,457 8,079 25.1 3,884 5,099 31.3 
LA,E 278 263 “5.4 241 290 20.3 211 184 12.8 
LA,M 118 149 26.3 113 125 10.6 66 90 36.4 
LA,W 299 299 ° 246 295 19.9 251 255 1.6 
MS,N 127 100 21.3 141 130 -7.8 76 46 -39.5 
MS,S 227 254 11.9 188 251 33.5 164 167 1.8 
TX,N 772 956 23.8 790 799 1.1 506 663 31.0 
TX,E 401 386 3.7 348 404 16.1 270 252 6.7 
TX,S 1,814 3,134 72.8 1,776 2,617 47.4 1,078 1,595 48.0 
TX,W 2,905 3,753 29.2 2,614 3,168 21.2 1,262 1,847 46.4 
6TH 3,232 3,883 20.1 3,121 3,497 12.0 2,497 2,883 1°5 
KY,E 318 414 30.2 309 363 17.5 206 257 24? 
KY,W 541 586 8.3 578 493 -14.7 246 339 37.8 
MIE 623 659 5.8 545 653 19.8 685 691 9 
MI.W 208 263 26.4 231 224 -3.0 124 163 31.5 
2 OH,N 421 558 32.5 445 518 16.4 282 322 14.2 
w OH,S 328 470 43.3 322 389 20.8 258 339 31.4 
TNE 295 329 11.5 239 283 18.4 220 266 20.9 
™N.M 156 171 9.6 149 136 -8.7 128 163 27.3 
TN,W 342 433 26.6 303 438 44.6 348 343 -1.4 
7TH 1,629 2,001 22.8 1,568 1,701 8.5 1,222 1,522 24.5 
IL,N 473 513 8.5 483 422 -12.6 481 572 18.9 
IL,C 241 302 25.3 246 229 -6.9 146 219 50.0 
IL,S 173 375 116.8 207 317 53.1 117 175 49.6 
IN,N 219 305 39.3 175 256 46.3 174 223 28.2 
IN.S 193 194 5 170 185 8.8 107 116 8.4 
Wi,E 223 207 -7.2 216 184 -14.8 134 157 17.2 
WI.W 107 105 -1.9 71 108 52.1 63 60 -48 
8TH 2,645 3,150 19.1 2,409 2,808 16.6 1,709 2,051 20.0 
AR,E 242 277 14.5 238 253 6.3 173 197 13.9 
AR,W 119 158 32.8 125 139 11.2 45 64 42.2 
1A,N 160 161 6 155 147 -§.2 130 144 10.8 
1A,S 160 251 56.9 152 177 16.4 113 187 65.5 
MN 314 338 7.6 277 305 10.1 203 236 16.3 
MOE 494 561 13.6 434 536 23.5 272 297 9.2 
MO,W 273 372 36.3 291 318 9.3 224 278 24.1 
NE 304 387 27.3 222 281 26.6 222 328 47.7 
ND 164 199 21.3 153 196 28.1 88 91 3.4 
SD 415 446 7.5 362 456 26.0 239 229 -4.2 
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Table D. Cases (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 

Circuit and District 1997 ——_—- 1908 _ | Change 1907 1998 Change 1997" 1996 Change» 
OTH 12,664 14,318 13.6 11,663 12,621 6.5 7,910 9,607 21.5 
AK 180 263 46.1 125 240 92.0 89 112 25.8 
AZ 2,028 2,950 45.5 1,965 2,597 32.2 927 1,280 38.1 
CA,N 732 659 -10.0 718 558 22.3 620 721 16.3 
CAE 940 912 -3.0 766 884 15.4 752 780 37 
CAC 1,264 1,399 10.7 1,018 1,160 13.9 1,521 1,760 15.7 
CA,S 3,312 3,825 15.5 3,337 3,307 -9 1,058 1,576 49.0 
HI 1,292 718 444 1,032 723 29.9 971 966 ~5 
10 104 155 49.0 109 116 64 71 110 54.9 
MT 434 356 -18.0 378 4i1 8.7 290 235 -19.0 
NV 295 534 81.0 281 419 49.1 317 432 36.3 
OR 590 741 25.6 624 607 -27 360 494 37.2 
WA,E 303 392 29.4 318 358 126 202 236 16.8 
WA,wW 923 1,088 17.9 1,039 955 8.1 597 730 22.3 
GUAM 155 279 80.0 112 258 130.4 112 133 18.8 
de NMI 32 47 46.9 31 28 ‘97 23 42 82.6 
10TH 3,072 3,480 13.3 2,807 3,104 10.6 2,158 2,534 17.4 
co 542 §33 1.7 472 428 93 374 479 28.1 
KS 349 377 8.0 wwe 381 26.2 273 269 “1.5 
NM 982 939 44 879 948 78 864 855 -10 
OK,N 168 180 7.1 165 163 12 102 119 16.7 
OK,E 67 69 3.0 70 53 243 33 49 48.5 
OK,W 467 585 25.3 440 528 20.0 181 238 31.5 
uT 377 652 72.9 369 473 28.2 269 448 66.5 
wy 120 145 20.8 110 130 18.2 62 77 24.2 
11TH 6,457 7,160 10.9 5,989 6,838 14.2 4,505 4,827 7.1 
AL,N 346 360 40 323 316 -2.2 146 190 30.1 
AL.M 231 216 -6.5 195 218 118 183 181 “1.1 
AL,S 235 207 -11.9 216 264 22.2 268 211 -21.3 
FL,N 295 337 14.2 264 312 18.2 267 292 9.4 
FL.M 1,098 1,286 17.1 941 1,189 26.4 961 1,058 10.1 
FL.S 1,371 1,421 3.6 1,355 1,216 -10.3 1,824 2,029 11.2 
CA.N 880 682 -22.5 795 668 -16.0 414 428 3.4 
GA,M 1,640 2,363 44.1 1,578 2,341 48.4 265 287 83 
GA,S 361 288 -20.2 322 314 2.5 177 151 -147 


NOTE: PERCENT CHANGE COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES PENDING TOTALS EXCLUDE EACH CASE IN WHICH THE DEFENDANT HAS BEEN A FUGITIVE SINCE BEFORE APRIL | 1996 HOWEVER, NO CASE WITH 
MULTIPLE DEFENDANTS WAS EXCLUDED UNLESS ALL DEFENDANTS IN THE CASE HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 

*REVISED 

‘PENDING CASE TOTALS INCLUDE SOME CASES IN WHICH ALL DEFENDANTS HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 
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Table D. 
U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Commencec Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 3: 997 and 1998 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 
____Ciroult and District 1997 1908 _ Change 1997 1998 Change _ 1997" 1996 Change _ 
TOTAL 70,201 79,008 12.5 65,515 70,167 74 56,366 65,207 15.7 
oc 807 671 -16.9 710 562 - 20.8 778 88/7 14.0 
1ST 1,015 1,763 
ME 160 173 
MA 633 617 
NH 211 194 
RI 135 146 
PR 776 633 
2ND 5,321 5,697 
CT 353 353 
3 NY,N 720 755 
- NY,E 1,694 1,666 
NY,S' 1,945 2,216 
NY,W 485 515 
vT 124 192 
3RD 3,424 3,649 
DE 157 144 
NJ 1,183 1,329 
PAE 1,012 1,011 
PAM 402 400 
PAW 426 365 
vi 244 400 
4TH 8,358 8,693 
MD 761 731 
NC,E 955 1,070 
NC.M 417 494 
NC.W 759 778 
Sc 1,124 1,240 
VA.E 3,240 3,475 
VA,W 567 443 
WV,N 209 165 


WwvV,S 326 297 
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Table D. Defendants (September 30, 1998-—Continued) 


Filings Terminations — | ale lille a ae 
Circuit and District 1907 1908 Change 1907 1998 Change 1997" 1998 Change 
STH 10,066 12,566 25.0 9,530 11,006 16.4 5,047 7,416 24.7 
LAE 496 443 10.7 483 460 48 401 384 42 
LAM 128 162 26.6 118 140 18.6 75 97 29.3 
LAW 453 448 1.1 381 435 14.2 412 425 3.2 
MS,.N 174 168 3.4 201 171 14.9 101 98 3.0 
MS,S 323 393 21.7 273 377 38.1 229 245 7.0 
TX,N 1,286 1,422 10.6 1,299 1,312 1.0 860 970 12.8 
TX,E 663 698 5.3 584 678 16.1 429 449 47 
TX,S 2,870 4,070 41.8 2,807 3,563 26.9 1,743 2,250 29.1 
TX,W 3,663 4,762 30.0 3,384 3,959 17.0 1,697 2,500 47.3 
6TH 4,912 5,795 186.0 4,667 §,335 14.3 3,999 4,459 11.5 
KY,E 393 577 468 398 476 19.6 261 362 38.7 
KY,W 649 677 43 715 586 18.0 327 418 27.8 
MIE 1,051 1,016 3.3 925 1,098 18.7 1,228 1,146 6.7 
Mi.wW 376 421 12.0 371 371 . 195 245 25.6 
OH,N 682 939 37.7 706 867 22.8 473 545 15.2 
OH,S 458 786 71.6 468 603 28.8 396 579 46.2 
TNE 535 526 1.7 388 458 18.0 380 448 17.9 
TN\M 262 256 2.3 226 226 194 224 15.5 
TN.W 506 597 18.0 470 650 38 3 545 492 9.7 
7TH 2,409 2,946 22.3 2,222 2,473 11.3 1,937 2,410 24.4 
1L,N 820 769 6.2 719 714 7 874 929 6.3 
iL,c 291 412 41.6 304 287 5.6 178 303 70.2 
iL,S 279 556 99.3 317 448 41.3 192 300 56.3 
IN.N 312 438 40.4 218 368 68.8 268 338 26.1 
IN.S 286 300 4.9 245 264 78 160 196 22.5 
WiLE 265 330 24.5 309 240 22.3 174 264 51.7 
Wwi,w 156 141 96 110 152 38.2 91 80 12.1 
8TH 3,737 4,574 22.4 3,466 3,827 10.4 2,400 3,147 31.1 
AR,E 391 517 32.2 390 382 2.1 245 380 55.1 
AR,W 138 178 29.0 143 166 16.1 56 68 21.4 
1A,N 233 231 -9 224 200 -10.7 183 214 16.9 
\A,S 241 430 78.4 229 293 27.9 174 311 78.7 
MN 493 511 3.7 431 441 2.3 317 387 22.1 
MO,E 678 786 15.9 583 734 25.9 391 443 13.3 
MO,W 443 592 33.6 539 497 78 344 439 27.6 
NE 410 555 35.4 305 338 10.8 284 501 76.4 
ND 196 249 27.0 186 238 28.0 112 123 98 


SD 514 525 2.1 436 538 23.4 294 281 44 
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Table D. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent Percent Percent 

Circuit and District 1997 1998 Change 1997 1998 Change 1997" 1998 Change 

9TH 15,804 18,237 14.7 14,615 15,893 7.3 11,038 13,382 21.2 
AR 223 314 40.8 157 296 88.5 116 134 15.5 
AZ 2,578 3,691 43.2 2,470 3,150 27.5 1,328 1,869 40.7 
CAN 1,086 919 15.4 975 883 9.4 1,086 1,122 3.3 
CAE 1,344 1,246 7.3 1,066 1,209 13.4 1,140 1,177 3.2 
CA,C 1,895 2,254 18.9 1,575 1,765 12.1 2,243 2,732 21.8 
CA,S 3,910 4,593 17.5 3,912 3,898 4 1,399 2,004 49.7 
HI 1,392 679 -36.9 1,122 804 -28.3 1,052 1,127 7.1 
1D 148 215 45.3 155 172 11.0 114 157 37.7 
MI 608 494 -18.7 536 554 3.4 426 366 14.1 
NV 407 732 79.9 478 647 35.4 588 673 14.5 
OR 728 875 20.2 725 746 2.9 484 613 26.7 
WA.E 306 392 28.1 318 358 12.6 205 239 16.6 
WA,W 1,032 1,235 19.7 1,151 1,052 8.6 675 858 27.1 
GUAM 198 328 65.7 139 315 126.6 150 163 8.7 
NMI 39 70 79.5 36 44 22.2 32 58 81.3 

10TH 4,127 4,484 8.7 3,786 4,033 6.5 2,634 3,265 15.9 
co 788 709 -10.0 664 597 -10.1 510 622 22.0 
KS 500 559 11.8 442 534 20.8 348 373 7.2 
NM 1,292 1,217 -5.8 1,190 1,217 23 1,072 1,072 . 
OK,N 248 300 21.0 231 253 9.5 142 189 33.1 
OK,E 117 99 -15.4 102 89 12.7 55 65 18.2 
OK,W 575 656 14.1 538 605 12.5 256 307 19.9 
UT 450 753 67.3 458 572 24.9 368 549 49.2 
wy 157 191 21.7 161 166 3.1 83 108 30.1 

11TH 9,241 9,933 7.5 8,923 9,463 6.1 7,440 7,910 6.3 
AL,N 514 457 11.1 534 434 -18.7 228 251 10.1 
ALM 316 346 95 317 310 2.2 235 271 15.3 
AL,S 483 366 -24.2 462 494 6.9 467 339 27.4 
FL,N 475 499 5.1 425 497 16.9 410 412 5 
FL.M 1,670 1,872 12.1 1,516 1,749 15.4 1,518 1,641 8.1 
FL.S 2,153 2,292 6.5 2,304 2,018 12.4 3,177 3,451 8.6 
GA,N 1,250 1,036 17.1 1,152 956 -17.0 692 772 11.6 
GA,M 1,819 2,647 45.5 1,722 2,520 463 421 548 30.2 
GA,S 561 418 -25.5 491 485 -1.2 292 225 -22.9 


NOTE: PERCENT CHANGE COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES. PENDING TOTALS EXCLUDE DEFENDANTS WHO HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1. 1996 


“REVISED. 


' PENDING DEFENDANT TOTALS INCLUDE SOME DEFENDANTS WHO HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 
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Table D-1. 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Pending October 1, 1997 


Commenced 


Original Proceedings 


Total 
Circult and District Total’ Felony | Misdemeanor Other? Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers 
TOTAL 37,237 32,069 4,800 368 57,691 56 686 43,862 11,782 1,022 337 668 
DC 629 557 71 1 501 499 404 95 . 1 1 
1ST 1,237 1,190 35 12 1,028 1,006 961 33 12 9 13 
ME 77 75 2 . 141 141 133 7 1 . 
MA 418 397 16 5 376 366 354 8 4 3 7 
NH 188 188 . 143 141 140 1 . 1 1 
Ri 205 196 8 1 120 119 119 . . 1 . 
PR 349 334 9 6 248 239 215 17 7 4 5 
2ND 6,066 5,423 581 62 3,592 3,524 3,060 445 19 22 46 
CT 216 211 5 : 221 214 207 3 4 1 6 
NY,N 316 251 65 . 517 510 297 213 2 5 
NY,E 1,891 1,823 65 3 1,102 1,080 1,043 37 . 3 19 
NY,S* 3,186 2,724 403 59 1,335 1,310 1,145 152 13 16 9 
NY,W 361 319 42 . 307 300 259 39 2 . 7 
VT 96 95 1 110 110 109 1 . . 
3RD 2,122 1,857 236 29 2,744 2,683 2,019 429 235 12 49 
DE 101 87 14 . 123 120 102 17 1 : 3 
NJ 794 601 189 4 1,023 997 633 358 6 7 19 
PA,E 645 636 6 3 665 646 616 19 11 2 17 
PA.M 236 219 15 2 291 288 270 16 2 - 3 
PA,W 165 158 7 . 265 255 244 11 - 3 7 
vi 181 156 5 20 377 377 154 8 215 : : 
4TH 3,298 2,583 668 47 6,540 6,437 3,562 2,771 104 44 59 
MD 607 462 125 20 545 542 414 113 15 : 3 
NC,E 360 164 190 6 848 827 293 497 37 14 7 
NC,M 185 182 1 2 313 304 298 6 - 1 8 
NC,W 354 345 5 4 339 324 297 19 8 9 6 
Sc 476 463 11 2 799 770 699 70 1 1 28 
VA,E 828 506 313 9 3,108 3,089 1,022 2,032 35 16 3 
VA,W 256 238 14 4 262 260 233 22 5. 1 1 
WV,N 94 92 2 . 113 109 104 2 3 1 3 
WV,S 138 131 7 213 212 202 10 - 1 - 
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Table D-1. Cases (September 30, 1998--Continued) 


Terminated 


Pending September 30, 1998 


Original Proceedings 


Total 
Circuit and District Terminated Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers Total Felony |Misdemeanor | Other? 

TOTAL 51,428 50,542 37,994 11,085 1,463 266 620 43,500 37,491 5,540 469 
oc 463 460 341 118 1 2 1 667 616 51 - 

1ST 942 921 865 41 15 5 16 1,323 1,283 30 10 
ME 131 126 122 6 : - 3 87 83 3 1 
MA 323 317 295 16 6 1 5 471 458 9 4 
NH 121 117 115 2 - - 4 210 210 - - 
Ri 107 107 104 2 1 - . 218 211 7 - 
PR 260 252 229 15 8 4 4 337 321 11 5 

2ND 3,132 3,097 2,717 330 50 17 18 6,526 5,777 688 6 
CT 218 214 201 9 4 2 2 219 214 4 1 
NY,N 389 385 208 148 29 - 4 444 342 102 : 
NYE 1,036 1,031 997 31 3 3 2 1,957 1,877 80 - 
NY,S‘ 1,086 1,067 953 102 12 12 7 3,435 2,917 458 60 
NY,W 307 304 265 37 2 - 3 361 317 44 - 
VT 96 96 93 3 - - 110 110 - 

3RD 2,541 2,512 1,881 395 236 7 22 2,325 2,025 271 29 
DE 124 124 103 21 . - - 100 88 11 1 
NJ 907 895 565 323 7 6 6 910 680 226 4 
PA,E 635 626 601 15 10 1 8 675 662 9 4 
PA,M 279 278 256 18 4 1 248 236 12 - 
PA,W 237 231 218 13 - 6 193 188 5 : 
Vi 359 358 138 5 215 1 199 171 8 20 

4TH 5,702 5,619 3,099 2,333 187 24 59 4,136 2,993 1,067 76 
MD 488 485 325 153 7 - 3 664 550 85 29 
NC,E 724 710 257 372 81 8 6 484 202 278 4 
NC,M 71 260 252 8 - 4 7 227 220 5 2 
NC,.W 311 305 275 22 8 3 3 382 371 5 6 
Sc 661 637 547 90 . 1 23 614 583 28 3 
VA,E 2,654 2,640 907 1,646 87 4 10 1,282 614 646 22 
VA,W 249 246 217 27 2 1 2 269 249 12 8 
WV,N 126 124 118 5 1 1 1 81 79 - 2 
WvV,S 218 212 201 10 1 2 4 133 125 8 : 
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Table D-1. Cases (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Pending October 1, 1997 


Commenced 


Original! Proceedings 


Total 
Circuit and District Total' Felony | Misdemeanor Other? Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers 

5TH 3,884 3,645 187 52 9,294 9,181 8,038 999 144 27 86 
LA,E 211 206 a 1 263 257 246 6 5 2 4 
LA,M 66 62 2 2 149 146 140 5 1 1 2 
LA,W 251 154 91 6 299 294 164 124 6 ° 5 
MS,N 76 14 2 - 100 Yu 93 2 1 1 3 
MS,S 164 152 7 5 254 242 215 10 17 1 11 
TX,N 506 464 18 24 956 932 815 97 20 4 20 
T™X,E 270 264 6 . 386 385 367 15 3 1 : 
T™X,S 1,078 1,052 19 7 3,134 3,107 2,885 161 61 5 22 
TX,W 1,262 1,217 38 7 3,753 3,722 3,113 579 30 12 19 

6TH 2,497 2,252 232 13 3,883 3,767 3,082 593 92 59 57 
KY,E 206 201 5 . 414 409 393 15 1 . 5 
KY,W 246 115 131 : 586 577 200 376 1 2 7 
MIE 685 657 25 3 659 597 559 30 8 49 13 
MI,W 124 119 5 . 263 260 240 18 2 1 2 
OH,N 282 280 2 558 552 544 8 . . 6 
OH,S 258 240 18 470 462 405 53 4 1 7 
TNE 220 212 8 : 329 322 269 51 2 . 7 
™N,M 128 125 2 1 171 157 141 16 ° 6 8 
™N.W 348 303 36 9 433 431 331 26 74 - 2 

7TH 1,222 1,152 58 12 2,001 1,975 1,726 160 89 9 17 
IL,N 481 462 17 2 513 507 446 61 . 2 4 
I1L,C 146 127 19 . 302 298 259 38 1 2 2 
iL,S 117 111 3 3 375 371 279 15 77 3 1 
IN,N 174 165 7 2 305 301 278 21 2 - 4 
IN,S 107 99 4 4 194 189 168 12 9 2 3 
WILE 134 128 6 : 207 204 199 5 . - 3 
WI.W 63 60 2 1 105 105 97 8 . 

8TH 1,709 1,585 86 38 3,150 3,106 2,860 190 56 13 31 
AR,E 173 162 3 8 277 272 260 5 7 1 4 
AR,W 45 34 9 2 158 152 142 8 2 1 5 
1A,N 130 128 2 - 161 155 143 12 - . 6 
1A,S 113 108 4 1 251 250 248 1 1 1 - 
MN 203 199 4 - 338 331 315 15 1 1 6 
MO,E 272 229 43 561 550 467 83 . 3 8 
MO,W 224 214 10 : 372 370 340 28 2 : 2 
NE 222 209 1 12 387 386 355 13 18 1 . 
ND 88 86 2 ° 199 199 184 15 - : 
SD 239 216 8 15 446 441 406 10 25 5 
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Table D-1. Cases (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Terminated Pending September 30, 1998 
Orijinal Proceedings if 
Total 
Circuit and District Terminated Total Felony Misdemeanor| Other’ | Reopens’ | Transfers | Total — Felony | Misdemeanor | Other? 

STH 6,079 7,074 6,799 998 177 30 75 5,099 4,786 244 69 
LA,E 290 279 267 8 4 5 6 184 178 4 2 
LA.M 125 119 113 5 1 5 90 86 2 2 
LA.W 295 287 167 114 b 4 255 149 100 6 
MS.N 130 126 120 6 2 2 46 45 1 
MS,S 251 243 208 7 18 1 7 167 158 5 4 
TX,N 799 781 658 96 27 3 15 663 605 35 23 
TX,E 404 395 379 15 1 4 5 252 241 9 2 
TX,S 2,617 2,600 2,351 168 81 3 14 1,595 1,547 32 16 
TX.wW 3,168 3,144 2,536 569 39 1 13 1,847 1,777 57 13 

6TH 3,497 3,400 2,759 537 104 16 81 2,883 2,550 308 25 
KY,E 363 357 341 15 1 1 5 257 250 6 1 
KYW 493 482 153 318 11 3 339 156 182 1 
MLE 653 628 580 41 7 4 21 691 660 27 4 
MiLLWwW 224 214 187 25 2 1 i) 163 158 5 
OH,N 518 §12 496 12 A . 6 322 320 2 
OH,S 389 379 317 53 q 2 8 339 321 18 
TNE 283 271 240 30 1 ; 12 266 235 30 1 
TN.M 136 120 112 7 1 4 1 163 151 12 
TN.W 438 437 333 36 68 1 343 299 26 18 

7TH 1,701 1,671 1,445 143 83 13 17 1,522 1,417 89 16 
iL,N 422 416 371 45 1 5 572 534 36 2 
iL.c 229 224 196 28 3 2 219 188 30 1 
iL.s 317 309 221 14 74 5 3 175 169 2 4 
INN 256 253 229 23 1 1 2 223 212 8 3 
IN.S 185 181 160 14 7 2 2 116 107 3 6 
Wie 184 182 169 13 1 1 157 152 5 . 
wi Ww 108 106 99 6 1 : 2 60 55 5 

8TH 2,808 2,746 2,465 208 73 14 48 2,051 1,932 91 28 
AR,E 253 246 230 5 11 7 197 189 3 5 
AR.W 139 133 118 11 4 1 5 64 57 5 2 
1A,N 147 143 134 M 1 4 144 137 7 ; 
1A,S 177 176 169 4 3 1 187 183 2 2 
MN 305 299 283 14 2 2 4 236 229 7 : 
MO,E 536 525 434 91 . 5 6 297 262 35 . 
MO.w 318 309 280 28 i . 9 278 267 10 1 
NE 281 276 244 13 19 5 328 318 3 7 
ND 196 195 176 17 2 1 91 83 > . 
SD 456 444 397 17 30 6 6 229 207 11 11 
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Table D-1. Cases (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Pending October 1, 1997 Commenced 
Original Proceedings 
= — 
Total 
Circuit and District Total’ Felony | Misdemeanor Other? Commenced Total Felony | Misdemeanor Other’? Reopens’ | Transters 

9TH 7,910 6,093 1,746 "1 14,318 14,105 11,261 2,628 196 62 151 
AK 89 56 31 2 263 260 167 82 1 1 2 
AZ 927 885 36 6 2,950 2,915 2,236 666 13 4 31 
CA,N 620 515 101 4 659 649 392 255 2 2 8 
CA,E 752 528 204 20 912 906 735 170 1 1 5 
CA,C 1,521 1,459 40 22 1,399 1,326 1,286 31 9 25 48 
CA,S 1,058 1,011 47 3,825 3,807 3.717 86 4 10 8 
HI 971 194 777 718 711 224 487 . 1 6 
1D 71 60 5 6 155 152 111 20 21 3 ° 
MT 290 214 76 356 353 212 141 1 2 
NV 317 309 7 1 534 518 509 9 . 4 12 
OR 360 344 14 2 741 727 687 39 1 . 14 
WA,E 202 199 3 392 382 372 6 4 5 5 
WA,W 597 194 397 6 1,088 1,077 442 628 7 1 10 
GUAM 112 103 7 2 279 275 146 6 123 4 . 
NMI 23 22 1 47 47 45 2 : ° 

10TH 2,158 1,531 613 14 3,480 3,418 2,616 774 28 24 38 
co 374 234 138 2 533 522 380 137 5 1 10 
KS 273 228 45 377 368 322 44 2 6 3 
NM 864 532 330 2 939 934 809 121 4 1 4 
OK,N 102 95 5 2 180 169 156 12 1 2 9 
OK,E 33 33 ; 69 68 61 6 1 . 1 
OK,W 181 111 69 1 585 576 215 361 . 4 5 
UT 269 244 22 3 652 640 561 75 4 7 5 
wy 62 54 4 4 145 141 112 18 11 3 1 

11TH 4,505 4,201 287 17 7,160 6,985 4,273 2,665 47 55 120 
AL,N 146 131 13 2 360 346 264 77 5 2 12 
AL,M 183 124 59 216 210 129 80 1 3 3 
AL,S 268 264 4 207 197 193 4 2 8 
FL,N 267 250 17 337 304 256 46 2 14 19 
FL,M 961 949 8 4 1,286 1,248 1,216 19 13 11 27 
FL,S 1,824 1,792 26 6 1,421 1,376 1,351 14 1 16 29 
GA,N 414 381 28 5 682 660 472 173 15 4 18 
GA.M 265 222 43 2,363 2,358 245 2,113 ; 2 3 
GA,S 177 88 89 288 286 147 139 1 1 
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Table D-1. Cases (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Terminated Pending September 30, 1998 
Original Proceedings 


Total 
Circuit and District Terminated Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transters Total Felony |Misdemeanor | Other’ 

9TH 12,621 12,458 9,512 2,536 410 66 97 9,607 7,697 1,797 113 
AK 240 239 130 101 8 . 1 112 80 23 9 
AZ 2,597 2,587 1,881 686 20 6 4 1,280 1,234 36 10 
CA,N 558 543 412 125 6 3 12 721 487 231 3 
CAE 884 879 612 179 88 . 5 780 551 212 17 
CA,C 1,160 1,123 1,058 39 26 26 1 1,760 1,709 38 13 
CA,S 3,307 3,292 3,158 129 5 8 7 1,576 1,544 32 . 
HI 723 714 165 543 6 . 9 966 255 711 . 
ID 116 111 81 13 17 3 2 110 86 13 1 
MT 411 406 223 182 1 2 3 235 187 48 . 
NV 419 403 383 18 2 4 12 432 422 . . 
OR 607 601 569 27 5 . 6 494 460 32 2 
WA,E 358 343 333 7 3 12 3 236 232 3 1 
WA,W 955 932 318 480 134 1 22 730 310 409 11 
GUAM 258 257 162 6 89 1 133 90 7 36 
NMI 28 28 27 1 42 40 2 

10TH 3,104 ae 2,178 765 52 20 89 2,534 1,900 615 19 
co 428 406 281 115 10 1 21 479 321 157 1 
KS 381 369 297 69 3 5 7 269 246 22 1 
NM 948 911 719 180 12 1 36 855 583 269 3 
OK,N 163 157 146 8 3 1 5 119 109 g 1 
OK,E 53 51 46 4 1 2 49 47 2 
OK,W 528 519 183 329 7 6 238 142 95 1 
UT 473 459 409 41 9 8 6 448 386 57 5 
wy 130 123 97 19 7 1 6 77 66 4 7 

11TH 6,838 6,689 3,933 2,681 75 52 97 4,827 4,515 289 23 
AL,N 316 308 237 64 7 1 7 190 161 27 2 
AL,M 218 209 137 67 5 5 4 181 110 70 1 
AL,S 264 251 244 7 . 5 i 211 207 4 : 
FL.N 312 298 247 48 3 5 9 292 277 15 
FL.M 1,189 1,149 1,098 28 23 15 25 1,058 1,044 7 7 
FL,S 1,216 1,182 1,147 22 13 16 18 2,029 2,000 24 5 
GA,N 668 649 441 190 18 3 16 428 398 22 8 
GA.M 2,341 2,337 227 2,108 2 2 2 287 240 47 . 
GA,S 314 306 155 147 4 . 8 151 78 73 


NOTE: PENDING TOTALS EXCLUDE EACH CASE IN WHICH THE DEFENDANT WAS A FUGITIVE SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 HOWEVER, NO CASE WITH MULTIPLE DEFENDANTS HAS BEEN EXCLUDED UNLESS ALL DEFEN- 
DANTS IN THE CASE WERE FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996. 
‘REVISED 


? PRIMARILY PETTY OFFENSES ASSIGNED TO DISTRICT JUDGES. 


7 INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATE JUDGES, REOPENS, ANU REMANDS. 
“PENDING CASE TOTALS INCLUDE SOME CASES IN WHICH ALL DEFENDANTS HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 
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Table D-1. 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Pending October 1, 1997 


Commenced P - 


Original Proceedings 


Total 
Circuit and District Total’ Felony Misdemeanor Other? Commenced Total Feluny Misdemeanor Other’ Reopens’ | Transfers 

TOTAL 56,366 50,909 4,935 §22 79,008 77,850 64,613 12,138 1,099 437 721 
oc 778 701 76 1 671 668 569 44 - 1 2 

1ST 2,386 2,331 43 12 1,763 1,741 1,684 45 12 9 13 
ME 99 96 3 - 173 173 165 7 1 . . 
MA 819 796 18 5 617 607 587 16 4 3 7 
NH 294 294 - - 194 192 191 1 . 1 1 
Ri 258 244 13 1 146 145 145 - . 1 - 
PR 916 901 9 6 633 624 596 21 7 4 5 

2ND 9,400 8,724 606 70 5,697 5,624 §,147 458 19 26 47 
cT 360 352 8 - 353 345 338 3 4 2 6 
NY,N 589 522 67 - 755 747 528 219 - 3 5 
NY,E 2,840 2,766 71 3 1,666 1,643 1,604 39 . 3 20 
NY,S‘* 4,867 4,384 416 67 2,216 2,189 2,021 155 13 18 9 
NY,W 618 575 43 - 515 508 465 41 2 . 7 
vT 126 125 1 192 192 191 1 . - 

3RD 3,051 2,779 243 29 3,649 3,585 2,909 441 235 12 52 
DE 120 106 14 . 144 141 120 20 1 . 3 
NJ 1,059 861 194 4 1,329 1,300 934 360 6 7 22 
PAE 1,088 1,079 6 3 1,011 992 958 23 11 2 17 
PAM 322 305 15 2 400 397 379 16 2 . 3 
PAW 260 251 9 - 365 355 341 14 - 3 7 
vi 202 177 5 20 400 400 177 8 215 - . 

4TH 5,156 4,412 675 69 8,693 8,584 5,650 2,819 115 49 60 
MD 883 713 131 39 731 728 591 119 18 - 3 
NC,E 468 272 190 6 1,070 1,048 490 517 41 15 7 
NC.M 257 254 1 2 494 483 477 6 - 3 8 
NC,W 773 761 5 7 778 762 726 24 12 10 6 
Sc 854 841 11 2 1,240 1,210 1,129 80 1 1 29 
VA.E 1,059 737 313 9 3,475 3,455 1,382 2,038 35 17 3 
VA,W 485 467 14 4 443 441 413 23 5 1 1 
WV,N 160 158 2 - 165 161 156 2 3 1 3 
WV,S 217 209 8 297 296 286 10 . 1 - 
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Table D-1. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Terminated 


Original Proceedings 


Pending September 30, 1998 


Total 
Circuit and District Terminated Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers Total Felony |Misdemeanor | Other’ 
TOTAL 70,167 69,083 55,757 11,623 1,703 326 758 65,207 58,961 5,711 535 
oc 562 559 435 123 1 2 1 887 832 55 . 
1ST 1,602 1,572 1,498 59 15 9 21 2,547 2,503 34 10 
Mt 164 161 154 7 - . 3 108 104 3 1 
MA 572 559 529 24 6 3 10 864 848 12 4 
NH 170 166 164 2 - . 4 318 318 : . 
Ri 143 143 136 6 1 . - 261 253 8 ° 
PR 553 543 515 20 8 6 4 996 980 11 5 
2ND 4,796 4,747 4,321 362 64 21 28 10,301 9,527 710 64 
CT 351 343 328 11 4 3 5 362 354 7 1 
NY,N 552 547 365 153 29 . 5 792 687 105 : 
NYE 1,593 1,587 1,543 41 3 3 3 2,913 2,828 85 : 
NY,S‘ 1,712 1,688 1,558 113 17 15 9 5,371 4,839 469 63 
NY,W 467 462 410 41 11 . 5 666 622 44 - 
VT 121 120 117 3 . 1 197 197 - 
3RD 3,330 3,294 2,648 410 236 7 29 3,370 3,062 279 29 
DE 148 ‘48 124 24 - - - 116 104 11 1 
NJ 1,109 1,096 762 327 7 6 7 1,279 1,046 229 4 
PA,E 1,009 999 971 18 10 1 9 1,090 1,075 11 4 
PA,M 345 343 321 18 4 - 2 377 365 12 - 
PA,W 343 334 316 18 - 9 282 274 & - 
vi 376 374 154 5 215 2 226 198 8 20 
4TH 7,758 7,661 5,073 2,394 194 28 69 6,091 4,894 1,094 103 
MD 670 667 504 156 7 - 3 944 799 94 51 
NC,E 877 860 396 380 84 9 8 661 366 290 5 
NC.M 414 395 384 11 - 6 13 337 330 5 2 
NC,W 627 619 581 27 11 4 4 924 909 5 10 
Sc 1,126 1,101 981 120 - 1 24 968 934 31 3 
VA,E 3,035 3,021 1,277 1,657 87 4 10 1,499 829 648 22 
VA,W 476 473 442 28 3 1 2 452 432 12 8 
WV,N 204 202 196 ) 1 1 1 121 119 - 2 
WV,S 329 323 312 10 1 2 4 185 176 9 : 
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Table D-1. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Pending October 1, 1997 


Commenced 


Original Proceedings 


Total 
Circuit and District Total’ Felony Misdemeanor Other? Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers 
5TH 5,947 5,702 190 55 12,566 12,444 11,206 1,049 189 33 89 
LA.E 401 396 4 1 443 437 423 6 8 2 4 
LA,M 75 71 2 2 162 159 152 6 1 1 2 
LA,W 412 312 91 9 448 44) 307 25 9 . 7 
MS,N 101 99 2 . 168 164 161 2 1 1 3 
MS,S 229 217 7 5 393 381 322 11 48 1 11 
TX,N 860 818 18 24 1,422 1,398 1,272 98 28 4 20 
TX,E 429 423 6 - 698 697 678 16 3 1 - 
T™X,S 1,743 1,717 19 7 4,070 4,040 3,802 177 61 7 23 
TX,W 1,697 1,649 41 7 4,762 4,727 4,089 608 30 16 19 
6TH 3,999 3,740 246 13 5,795 5,627 4,913 621 93 104 64 
KY,E 261 256 5 - 577 572 552 19 1 - 5 
KY,W 327 191 136 : 677 665 276 388 1 2 10 
MIE 1,228 1,196 29 3 1,016 909 871 30 8 92 15 
MI,W 195 188 7 - 421 417 396 18 3 2 2 
OH,N 473 470 3 939 933 924 9 - - 6 
OH,S 396 378 18 786 778 721 53 4 1 7 
™N,E 380 372 8 - 526 519 459 58 2 - 7 
™,M 194 190 3 1 256 239 220 19 . 7 10 
™N,W 545 499 37 9 597 595 494 27 74 . 2 
7TH 1,937 1,658 67 12 2,946 2,919 2,655 171 93 10 17 
IL,N 874 855 17 2 769 763 699 64 . 2 4 
IL,C 178 159 19 - 412 408 368 39 1 2 2 
ILS 192 184 5 3 556 551 456 15 80 4 1 
IN.N 268 257 9 2 438 434 408 24 2 - 4 
IN,S 160 152 4 4 300 295 270 15 10 2 3 
WILE 174 163 11 - 330 327 321 6 - - 3 
WwIi,Ww 91 88 2 1 141 141 133 8 . 
8TH 2,400 2,270 87 43 4,574 4,527 4,263 208 56 16 31 
AR,E 245 230 3 12 517 512 494 11 7 1 4 
AR,W 56 45 9 2 178 171 161 8 2 2 5 
1A,N 183 181 2 - 231 225 211 14 - - 6 
1A,S 174 169 4 1 430 429 426 2 1 1 - 
MN 317 313 4 - 511 504 485 18 1 1 6 
MO,E 391 348 43 786 774 689 85 - 4 8 
MO,W 344 333 11 - 592 590 557 31 2 - 2 
NE 284 271 1 12 555 554 523 13 18 1 - 
ND 112 110 2 - 249 249 234 15 . - 
SD 294 270 8 16 525 519 483 1 25 6 
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Table D-1. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Terminated 


Pending September 30, 1998 


Original Proceedings 


Total 
Circuit and District Terminated Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers Total Felony |Misdemeanor | Other? 

5TH 11,095 10,961 9,646 1,074 241 38 96 7,418 7,087 260 71 
LA,E 460 447 425 17 5 6 7 384 376 4 4 
LA,M 140 134 127 6 1 1 5 97 93 2 2 
LAW 435 426 300 114 12 - 9 425 318 101 6 
MS,N 171 164 158 6 - 4 3 98 97 . 1 
MS,S 377 365 296 20 49 1 11 245 235 6 4 
TX,N 1,312 1,284 1,142 103 39 4 24 970 912 35 23 
TX,E 678 668 650 17 1 4 6 449 438 9 2 
TX,S 3,563 3,541 3,265 186 90 5 17 2,250 2,199 35 16 
TX,W 3,959 3,932 3,283 605 44 13 14 2,500 2,419 68 13 

6TH 5,335 5,225 4,537 579 109 21 89 4,459 4.112 322 25 
KY,E 476 470 454 15 1 1 5 362 351 10 1 
KY,W 586 572 229 332 11 5 9 418 231 186 1 
Mi,E 1,098 1,067 1,010 50 7 5 26 1,146 1,114 28 4 
MI,W 371 359 322 33 4 2 10 245 240 5 
OH,N 867 860 843 13 4 - 7 545 542 3 
OH,S 603 593 529 55 9 2 8 579 561 18 
TNE 458 446 408 34 4 12 448 417 30 1 
™N,M 226 209 198 10 1 6 11 224 209 15 
™N,W 650 649 544 37 68 1 492 447 27 18 

7TH 2,473 2,434 2,191 155 88 19 20 2,410 2,301 93 16 
IL,N 714 707 661 46 - 1 6 929 889 38 2 
IL,C 287 282 253 29 - 3 2 303 272 30 1 
IL,S 448 438 346 15 77 6 4 300 294 2 4 
INN 368 365 338 26 1 1 2 338 325 10 3 
IN.S 264 260 234 18 8 2 2 196 187 3 6 
WILE 240 232 216 15 1 6 2 264 259 5 
WI,W 152 150 143 6 1 - 2 80 75 5 

8TH 3,827 3,755 3,439 236 80 17 55 3,147 3,022 97 28 
AR,E 382 375 347 13 15 - 7 380 370 5 5 
AR,W 166 157 142 11 4 2 7 68 61 5 2 
1A,N 200 195 183 11 1 - § 214 206 8 ° 
1A,S 293 292 284 4 4 - 1 311 306 3 2 
MN 441 433 415 16 2 2 6 387 378 9 - 
MO,E 734 721 626 95 - 6 7 443 408 35 - 
MO,W 497 487 451 34 2 10 439 428 10 1 
NE 338 333 301 13 19 5 501 491 3 7 
ND 238 237 216 19 2 1 123 115 8 ° 
SD 538 525 474 20 31 7 6 281 259 1 11 


a 
Table D-1. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Pending October 1, 1997 | Commenced 
| Original Proceedings 
Total 
Circuit and District Total’ Felony | Misdemeanor | Other’ | Commenced | Total | Felony | Misdemeanor | Other’ | Reopens? | Transfers 

9TH 11,038 9,080 1,777 1861 18,237 16,013 15,087 2,715 211 67 167 
AK 116 81 33 2 314 311 213 87 1 1 2 
AZ 1,328 1,274 36 18 3,691 3,655 2,958 683 14 5 31 
CAN 1,086 905 102 79 919 909 648 259 2 2 8 
CAE 1,140 906 210 24 1,246 1,239 1,044 194 1 1 6 
CAC 2,243 2,175 45 23 2,254 2,175 2,135 31 9 29 50 
CAS 1,399 1,352 47 4,593 4,575 4,470 101 4 10 8 
Hi 1,052 273 779 879 872 382 490 . 1 6 
1D 114 92 1 11 215 212 157 20 35 3 . 
MT 426 346 80 : 494 490 341 149 . 1 3 
NV 588 580 7 1 732 715 705 10 4 13 
OR 484 462 16 6 875 860 820 39 1 . 15 
WA.E 205 202 3 . 392 382 372 6 4 5 5 
WwA.W 675 270 399 6 1,235 1,224 584 633 7 1 10 

GUAM 150 131 8 1 328 324 190 1 123 4 

ww NMI 32 31 1 70 70 68 2 : 
® 10TH 2,634 2,199 619 16 4,484 4,403 3,585 790 28 41 40 
co 510 369 139 2 709 698 555 138 5 1 10 
KS 348 303 45 . 559 549 503 44 2 7 3 
NM 1,072 736 334 2 1,217 1,212 1,085 123 4 1 4 
OK,.N 142 134 6 2 300 287 268 18 1 3 10 
OK,E 55 55 . 99 98 88 9 1 1 
OK,W 256 186 69 1 656 645 284 361 6 5 
UT 368 341 22 5 753 728 647 77 4 19 6 
wy 83 75 4 4 191 186 155 20 11 4 1 
11TH 7,440 7,113 306 21 9,933 9,715 6,945 2,722 48 69 149 
AL,N 228 213 13 2 457 439 356 78 § 5 13 
AL,M 235 175 60 ° 346 337 251 85 1 6 3 
AL,S 467 461 6 366 356 352 4 2 8 
FL,N 410 393 17 499 463 412 49 2 17 19 
FL.M 1,518 1,506 8 4 1,872 1,833 1,800 19 14 12 27 
FL,S 3,177 3,130 37 10 2,292 2,217 2,185 21 11 19 56 
GA,N 692 659 28 5 1,036 1,013 821 177 15 5 18 
GAM 421 376 45 2,647 2,642 496 2,146 2 3 
GA,S 292 200 92 418 415 272 143 1 2 


37% 


$ 


Table D-1. Defendants (Septe:nber 30, 1998—Continued) 


Terminated Pending Septmber 30, 1998 
Original Proceedings 
Total 
Circuit and District Terminated Total Felony Misdemeanor Other’ Reopens’ | Transfers Total Felony |Misdemeanor | Other’ 

9TH 15,893 15,677 12,459 2,681 537 76 140 13,382 11,416 1,831 135 
AK 296 295 182 105 8 . 1 134 97 28 9 
AZ 3,150 3,136 2,398 707 31 6 8 1,869 1,810 36 23 
CA,N 883 865 654 131 80 4 14 1,122 885 233 4 
CA,E 1,209 1,199 902 202 95 2 8 1,177 934 226 17 
CA,C 1,765 1,714 1,634 51 29 31 20 2,732 2,678 40 14 
CA,S 3,898 3,881 3,710 161 10 10 7 2,094 2,060 34 . 
Hi 804 792 237 547 8 . 12 1,127 415 712 . 
iD 172 166 117 19 30 3 3 157 127 13 17 
MI 554 534 329 204 1 2 18 366 318 48 
NV 647 630 607 21 2 4 13 673 673 ° . 
OR 746 736 695 32 9 . 10 613 579 32 2 
WA,E 358 343 333 7 3 12 3 239 235 3 1 
WA,W 1,052 1,028 408 486 134 1 23 858 435 412 11 
GUAM 315 314 210 7 97 1 . 163 114 12 37 
NMI 44 44 43 1 - . 58 56 2 . 

10TH 4,033 3,910 3,058 795 57 24 99 3,285 2,634 623 28 
co 597 569 439 120 10 1 27 622 462 159 1 
KS 534 522 447 72 3 5 7 373 350 22 1 
NM 1,217 1,177 974 188 15 1 39 1,072 800 269 3 
OK,N 253 247 235 9 3 1 5 189 174 14 1 
OK,E 89 87 80 6 1 . 2 65 62 3 ° 
OK,W 605 596 258 331 7 3 6 307 211 95 1 
UT 572 553 495 47 11 12 7 549 478 57 14 
wy 166 159 130 22 7 1 6 108 97 4 7 

11Th 9,463 9,268 6,452 2,755 81 64 111 7,910 7,571 313 26 
AL,N 434 425 354 64 7 1 8 251 218 28 5 
AL,M 310 298 222 71 5 8 4 271 i97 73 1 
AL,S 494 481 470 11 - 5 8 339 335 4 
FL,N 497 481 426 52 3 6 10 412 397 15 . 
FL,M 1,749 1,702 1,650 28 24 16 31 1,641 1,627 7 7 
FL,S 2,018 1,975 1,914 44 17 23 20 3,451 3,410 36 5 
GA,N 956 934 722 193 19 3 19 772 741 23 8 
GAM 2,520 2,515 376 2,137 2 2 3 548 495 53 ° 
GA,S 485 477 318 155 4 ° 8 225 151 74 


NOTE: PENDING TOTALS EXCLUDE DEFENDANTS WHO HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 


‘REVISED. 


? PRIMARILY PETTY OFFENSES ASSIGNED TO DISTRICT JUDGES. 
7 INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATE JUDGES, REOPENS, AND REMANDS. 


* PENDING DEFENDANT TOTALS INCLUDE SOME DEFENDANTS WHO HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 
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Table D-2. 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal Cases Commenced, by Major Offense (Excludes Transfers), 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1994 Through 1998 


Percent Change 


Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1998 Over 1997' 
TOTAL 44,678 45,053 47,146 49,655 57,023 14.8 
PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY 
INDICTMENT 23,869 25,202 26,728 28,925 34,424 19.0 
INFORMATION—INDICTMENT WAIVED 6,712 7,439 7,948 8,848 9,788 10.6 
INFORMATION—OTHER 9,274 8,023 7,993 7,113 7,981 12.2 
REMANDED FROM APPELLATE COURT 126 173 169 129 82 -36.4 
REMOVED FROM STATE COURT 20 37 34 11 20 81.8 
REOPENED/REINSTATED 51 41 56 60 96 60.0 
APPEAL FROM U.S. MAGISTRATE JUDGE 136 124 111 108 101 -6.5 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY PROCEEDINGS 60 88 150 171 207 21.1 
CONSENT BEFORE MAGISTRATE JUDGE 1,661 1,680 1,709 1,880 1,306 1.4 
RETRIAL ON MISTRIAL 27 49 57 77 62 -19.5 
RETRIAL—REMAND FROM APPEALS COURT 83 114 114 110 97 -11.8 
VIOLATION NOTICE 2,415 2,070 2,076 2,223 2,259 1.6 
OTHER* 244 13 1 . . . 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE TOTAL 195 295 344 348 384 10.3 
MURDER—FIRST DEGREE 113 237 297 298 323 8.4 
MURDER—SECOND DEGREE 49 7 12 14 15 7.1 
MANSLAUGHTER 33 51 35 36 46 27.8 
ROBBERY, TOTAL 1,520 1,240 1,365 1,453 1,448 -.4 
BANK 1,468 1,168 1,291 1,384 1,392 6 
POSTAL 35 43 36 29 32 10.3 
OTHER 17 29 38 40 24 -40.0 
ASSAULT 563 561 540 527 629 19.4 
BURGLARY—BREAKING AND ENTERING, TOTAL 139 63 65 70 89 27.1 
BANK 79 8 ° 2 . ° 
POSTAL 21 22 20 25 19 -24.0 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 4 7 1 1 . . 
OTHER 35 26 44 42 70 66.7 
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Table D-2. Cases (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Percent Change 
Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1998 Over 1997' 
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL 3,337 3,432 3,674 3,299 3,590 8.8 
BANK 360 221 231 233 250 7.3 
POSTAL 332 320 365 363 431 18.7 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 227 174 202 155 171 10.3 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY 1,839 2,012 2,075 1,812 1,937 6.9 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC., OF STOLEN PROPERTY 210 308 329 265 270 1.9 
OTHER 369 397 472 471 531 12.7 
EMBEZZLEMENT, TOTAL 1,575 1,368 1,284 1,172 1,397 19.2 
BANK 707 734 665 594 750 26.3 
POSTAL 248 243 268 261 302 15.7 
OTHER 620 391 351 317 345 8.8 
FRAUD, TOTAL 7,098 7,414 7,633 7,874 8,342 5.9 
INCOME TAX 800 744 745 802 689 -14.1 
LENDING INSTITUTION 1,338 1,289 1,212 1,145 1,291 12.8 
POSTAL 1,222 1,409 1,176 1,125 1,104 -1.9 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 5 . . 3 2 - 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 42 30 31 46 64 39.1 
SOCIAL SECURITY 213 242 286 335 563 68.1 
FALSE PERSONATION 40 33 28 32 30 -6.3 
NATIONALITY LAWS 27 8? 111 158 292 84.8 
PASSPORT FRAUD 161 235 226 205 267 30.2 
FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS 1,468 1,477 1,692 2,031 1,959 -3.6 
OTHER 1,782 1,873 2,126 1,992 2,081 4.5 
AUTO THEFT 335 267 232 189 182 -3.7 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING, TOTAL 1,093 1,001 987 1,156 1,346 16.4 
TRANSPORTATION OF FORGED SECURITIES 60 12 - 1 - - 
POSTAL FORGERY 52 9 2 - 2 : 
OTHER FORGERY 403 285 260 230 215 -6.5 
COUNTERFEITING 578 695 725 925 1,129 22.1 
SEX OFFENSES, TOTAL 359 412 623 690 777 12.6 
SEXUAL ABUSE 259 261 285 305 308 1.0 
OTHER 100 151 338 385 469 21.8 


Table D-2. Cases (September 30, 1998—-Continued) 


Percent Change 


Nature of Proceedings and Oftense 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1998 Over 1997' 
DRUGS 11,369 11,520 12,092 13,656 16,281 19.2 
MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL 12,414 11,114 10,462 10,386 10,856 4.5 

BRIBERY 283 190 152 168 174 3.6 

DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC 7,080 5,214 5,045 4,974 4,982 2 

ESCAPE® 739 697 723 587 564 -3.9 

EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, AND THREATS 509 713 557 572 617 7.9 

GAMBLING AND LOTTERY 80 26 16 24 22 -8.3 

KIDNAPPING 68 81 116 99 150 51.5 

PERJURY 93 85 99 87 126 44.8 

WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 3,112 3,621 3,162 3,184 3,641 14.4 

OTHER 450 487 592 691 580 -16.1 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 2,595 3,960 5,526 6,677 9,339 39.9 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE 2 3 2 2 : - 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 2,084 2,403 2,317 2,156 2,363 9.6 

AGRICULTURE/CONSERVATION ACTS 247 401 313 267 333 24.7 

ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 43 38 31 34 25 -26.5 

FOOD AND DRUG ACT 46 55 48 48 47 -2.1 

MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS 39 27 48 22 42 90.9 

MOTOR CARRIER ACT 11 12 7 8 6 : 

NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 95 85 62 73 55 -24.7 

CIVIL RIGHTS‘ 70 73 73 59 77 30.5 

CONTEMPT 74 69 81 77 80 3.9 

CUSTOMS LAWS 88 97 110 97 125 28.9 

POSTAL LAWS 182 202 152 165 152 -7.9 

OTHER 1,189 1,344 1,392 1,306 1,421 8.8 


‘PERCENT CHANGE IS COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES. 

? 1994 AND 1995 DATA INCLUDE FILINGS FOR WHICH FELONY WAIVERS HAVE NOT BEEN SIGNED. 

* INCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY, AIDING OR ABETTING AN ESCAPE, FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT, AND BAIL JUMPING. 
* THESE INCLUDE CASES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISIONS OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 28 U.S.C. 1443. 
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Table D-2. 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Commenced, by Major Offense (Excludes Transfers), 


During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1994 Through 1998 


Percent Change 


Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1998 Over 1997' 
TOTAL 62,054 63,986 66,896 69,437 78,287 12.7 
PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY 

INDICTMENT 40,238 42,866 45,267 47,461 54,525 14.9 
INFORMATION—INDICTMENT WAIVED 7,270 8,222 8,712 9,571 10,457 9.3 
INFORMATION—OTHER 9,528 8,307 8,276 7,463 8,302 11.2 
REMANDED FROM APPELLATE COURT 157 209 193 143 97 -32.2 
REMOVED FROM STATE COURT 24 37 36 11 21 90.9 
REOPENED/REINSTATED 71 43 66 75 146 94.7 
APPEAL FROM U.S. MAGISTRATE JUDGE 138 125 124 114 101 -11.4 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY PROCEEDINGS 77 116 190 218 245 12.4 
CONSENT BEFORE MAGISTRATE JUDGE 1,696 1,727 1,738 1,918 1,932 7 
RETRIAL ON MISTRIAL 32 62 74 90 80 -11.1 
RETRIAL—REMAND FROM APPEALS COURT 117 173 137 142 114 -19.7 
VIOLATION NOTICE 2,433 2,083 2,082 2,231 


OTHER? 
GENERAL OFFENSES 


HOMICIDE TOTAL 
MURDER—FIRST DEGREE 
MURDER—SECOND DEGREE 
MANSLAUGHTER 


ROBBERY, TOTAL 
BANK 
POSTAL 
OTHER 


ASSAULT 


BURGLARY—BREAKING AND ENTERING, TOTAL 
BANK 
POSTAL 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 
OTHER 


2,267 
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Table D-2. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Percent Change 


Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1998 Over 1997' 
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL 3,978 4,081 4,393 3,927 4,267 8.7 
BANK 414 245 287 293 291 -.7 
POSTAL 459 424 516 460 625 35.9 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 392 318 371 309 321 3.9 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY 1,957 2,166 2,189 1,924 2,054 6.8 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC., OF STOLEN PROPERTY 357 512 523 440 418 -5.0 
OTHER 399 416 507 501 558 11.4 
EMBEZZLEMENT, TOTAL 1,697 1,449 1,392 1,279 1,505 17.7 
BANK 734 759 706 621 790 27.2 
POSTAL 251 248 272 263 306 16.3 
OTHER 712 442 414 395 409 3.5 
FRAUD, TOTAL 9,340 10,173 10,628 10,410 11,130 6.9 
| INCOME TAX 931 850 847 873 766 -12.3 
al LENDING INSTITUTION 1,656 1,688 1,581 1,573 1,723 9.5 
POSTAL 1,877 2,420 2,195 1,741 1,677 -3.7 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 6 : . 3 2 . 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 67 53 53 103 142 37.9 
SOCIAL SECURITY 232 288 332 397 620 56.2 
FALSE PERSONATION 44 33 28 33 31 6.1 
NATIONALITY LAWS 28 Ro 115 161 298 85.1 
PASSPORT FRAUD 167 245 234 221 289 30.8 
FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS 1,718 1,733 1,912 2,251 2,166 -3.8 
OTHER 2,614 2,778 3,331 3,054 3,416 11.9 
AUTO THEFT 514 452 360 382 310 -18.9 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING, TOTAL 1,561 1,388 1,436 1,711 1,896 10.8 
TRANSPORTATION OF FORGED SECURITIES 96 18 : 1 : . 
POSTAL FORGERY 70 11 4 : 2 ‘ 
OTHER FORGERY 530 341 307 268 265 “1.4 
COUNTERFEITING 865 1,018 1,125 1,442 1,629 13.0 
SEX OFFENSES, TOTAL 385 436 673 720 804 11.7 
SEXUAL ABUSE 271 274 295 309 312 1.0 


OTHER 114 162 378 411 492 19.7 
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Table D-2. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Percent Change 


Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1904 1995 1996 1997 1998 1998 Over 1997' 
DRUGS 21,922 22,929 23,861 25,885 29,472 13.9 
MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL 13,898 12,852 12,208 11,981 12,524 4.5 

BRIBERY 394 262 222 238 235 “1.3 

DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC 7,094 5,216 5,055 4,977 4,988 2 

ESCAPE? 842 760 795 638 612 4.1 

EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, AND THREATS 975 1,382 1,158 1,101 1,206 9.5 

GAMBLING AND LOTTERY 166 49 26 33 31 -6.1 

KIDNAPPING 139 137 220 195 251 28.7 

PERJURY 122 110 133 97 151 55.7 

WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 3,695 4,436 3,986 3,988 4,441 11.4 

OTHER 471 500 613 714 609 -14,7 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 2,953 4,471 6,105 7,328 10,147 38.5 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE 3 3 6 8 1 - 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 2,818 3,216 3,068 2,968 3,238 9.1 

AGRICULTURE/CONSERVATION ACTS 310 530 407 348 450 29.3 

ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 88 48 44 47 37 -21.3 

FOOD AND DRUG ACT 65 72 63 63 56 -11.1 

MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS 48 49 107 34 86 152.9 

MOTOR CARRIER ACT 13 12 12 10 7 . 

NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 150 110 102 99 82 -17.2 

CIVIL RIGHTS‘ 105 136 115 136 166 22.1 

CONTEMPT 84 86 87 85 94 10.6 

CUSTOMS LAWS 154 161 197 172 212 23.3 

POSTAL LAWS 192 214 158 175 157 -10.3 

OTHER 1,609 1,798 1,776 1,799 1,891 5.1 


' PERCENT CHANGE IS COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES 


7 1994 AND 1995 DATA INCLUDE FILINGS FOR WHICH FELONY WAIVERS HAVE NOT BEEN SIGNED 


* INCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY, AIDING OR ABETTING AN ESCAPE. FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT, AND BAIL JUMPING 
* THESE INCLUDE CASES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISION OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 28USC 1443 
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Table D-3. 
U.S. District Courts—Criminal Cases Commenced, by Offense and District (Excludes Transfers), 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


General Offenses 7 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezzlement Fraud Firearms 

TOTAL 57,023 384 1,448 629 89 3,590 1,397 8,342 3,641 

pc 500 1 7 2 . 39 12 95 91 

1ST 1,015 4 25 12 1 46 15 195 110 

ME 141 6 3 1 3 3 33 31 

MA 369 1 12 2 26 9 90 rT 

NH 142 1 5 2 25 H 

aI 120 1 3 1 2 1 22 16 

PR 243 2 1 6 10 25 14 

2ND 3,546 9 54 27 2 175 88 1,012 203 

= oF 215 1 4 5 12 71 24 

*  NY.N 512 3 7 ’ 43 16 98 9 

NY,E 1,083 6 8 1 35 15 263 43 

NY,S 1,326 1 13 11 68 41 472 91 

NY,W 300 22 2 21 3 91 21 

vT 110 1 1 3 1 17 15 

3RD 2,695 11 76 35 3 253 100 567 159 

DE 120 9 3 9 9 28 17 

NJ 1,004 2 22 12 166 23 218 39 

PAE 648 2 12 9 , 42 31 152 56 

PA.M 288 1 10 4 :, 22 6 59 25 

PAW 258 1 15 2 2 4 27 74 11 
vi 377 5 8 5 { 10 4 36 11 

4TH 6,481 41 187 85 15 663 105 695 655 

MD 542 40 13 1 46 9 60 91 

NC,E 841 3 19 26 9 192 5 60 36 

NC\M 305 ‘ 71 , 6 7 47 55 

NCW 333 8 16 5 17 9 55 43 

Sc 771 1 21 2 28 29 214 81 

VA.E 3, 105 24 14 35 2 346 24 169 255 

VA.W 261 1 4 4 13 10 45 56 

WV.N 110 , 6 3 16 17 
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Table D-3. Cases (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) ne a Special Offenses oe 
Forgery and Immigration Agricultural Postal 
Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws* Other 

TOTAL 1,346 16,281 4,982 564 2,628 9,339 333 152 1,878 
pc 54 130 : : 40 8 - 3 18 

1ST 22 $38 3 4 81 78 7 2 72 
ME 41 12 3 1 2 
MA 12 108 1 2 23 20 2 2 18 
NH 1 63 1 28 3 1 4 
Ri 7 45 1 18 3 
PR 2 81 2 1 17 34 3 45 

2ND 110 1,032 31 33 231 333 4 22 180 
cT 10 35 2 24 7 1 2 16 
NY,N 5 104 29 5 21 146 3 1 21 
NY,E 29 481 5 75 50 66 
NY,S 56 285 2 17 92 105 17 55 
NY,W 4 77 3 17 21 2 16 
vT 6 50 1 2 4 6 

3RD 71 778 4 29 152 330 6 11 110 
DE 7 29 1 3 1 4 
NJ 22 338 8 64 31 3 1 55 
PA,E 20 206 2 & 43 33 2 8 22 
PA.M 8 99 1 4 23 9 12 
PAW 12 80 3 y 1 1 1 15 
vi 2 26 1 1 12 253 2 

4TH 162 1,767 1,349 37 363 85 34 4 234 
MD 12 120 60 5 41 11 4 25 
NC,E 7 206 182 4 29 9 13 1 40 
NC,M 10 85 4 x 9 3 
NC,W 18 110 29 4 4 15 
SC 71 240 4 7 50 4 2 1 15 
VAE 31 767 1,103 6 171 44 11 103 
VA.W 6 86 2 15 4 1 14 
WV.N 1 47 2 6 1 11 
WV,S 6 106 7 14 8 
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Table D-3. Cases (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


General Offenses rebe ire 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezziement Fraud Firearms 

5TH 9,208 14 121 43 2 413 120 1,258 443 

LAE 259 1 15 1 . 23 14 43 14 
LAM 147 . 7 :; , 4 11 59 14 
LA,W 294 . 5 3 : 85 13 40 13 
MS,N 97 1 5 1 3 3 15 12 
MS,S 243 2 23 3 ; 8 10 35 32 
TX,N 936 2 36 7 109 40 214 100 
TX,E 386 ; 5 3 1 12 7 55 48 
TX,S 3,112 5 10 5 . 33 16 270 108 
TX,W 3,734 3 15 20 1 136 6 527 102 
6TH 3,826 16 155 49 2 454 228 673 355 

KY,E 409 . ) 5 14 19 63 32 
KY,W 579 1 13 8 1 231 25 32 31 
Mie 646 1 36 16 34 35 134 95 
») MLW 261 6 15 6 19 28 56 12 
P OH,N 552 1 42 3 39 51 157 45 
OH,S 463 . 11 2 55 28 117 26 
TN.E 322 5 1 2 1 16 15 32 51 
TN.M 163 1 8 . . 10 15 27 32 
TN.W 431 1 10 7 : 36 12 55 31 
7TH 1,984 8 96 14 1 101 106 395 165 

IL,N 509 . 44 5 41 49 179 20 
IL,C 300 . 14 4 1 10 14 36 27 
IL,S 374 1 4 2 5 6 34 28 
IN,N 301 1 6 16 8 54 43 
IN,S 191 2 7 7 5 18 28 
WIE 204 4 16 1 . 16 12 48 12 
wi,w 105 . 5 1 . 6 12 26 7 
8TH 3,119 56 113 101 42 117 94 478 338 

AR,E 273 1 9 2 1 11 10 43 30 
AR,W 153 1 9 2 . 10 3 18 13 
1A,N 155 . 4 . . 5 2 27 17 
1A,S 251 1 13 . . 7 g 20 30 
MN 332 16 27 2 . 6 18 65 50 
MO,E 553 1 16 . . 14 13 88 84 
MO,W 370 2 13 5 . 26 13 55 42 
NE 387 2 13 4 . 16 10 40 35 
ND 199 19 4 14 8 8 4 27 19 
SD 446 13 . 72 33 14 12 95 18 
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Table D-3. Cases ‘September 30, 1998—Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) 


Special Offenses 


Agricultural | Postal 


Forgery and Immigration 

Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws’ Other 
5TH 147 3,478 29 129 205 2,554 19 12 221 

LAE 15 83 1 1 13 19 2 2 12 
LA,M 2 34 . 2 10 1 1 1 1 
LA,W 10 88 2 2 9 6 1 17 
MS,N 5 36 . 8 1 3 - 4 
MS,S 9 69 1 1 15 6 3 2 24 
TX,N 45 146 1 25 27 141 1 42 
TX,E 7 166 3 13 18 32 1 - 15 
TX,S 23 1,263 7 49 53 1,205 7 2 56 
TX,W 31 1,593 14 36 52 1,143 1 4 50 
6TH 138 983 107 63 229 101 46 21 206 

KY,E 13 182 18 22 12 2 1 17 
KY,W 13 92 43 3 33 1 1 - 51 
MIE 28 187 4 29 11 1 4 31 
MI,W 11 60 . . 18 17 2 2 9 
OH,N 23 102 8 43 8 5 25 
OH,S 30 118 2 7 29 5 - 3 30 
TN,E 7 103 1 26 3 35 1 13 
TN,M 3 43 3 7 4 1 5 4 
TN,W 10 96 62 19 22 40 4 26 
7TH 72 607 37 23 94 160 6 25 74 

IL,N 19 62 - 1 28 11 4 19 27 
IL,C 12 122 25 9 7 7 2 10 
IL,S 4 133 4 1 12 132 - 8 
IN,N 8 126 1 17 2 6 13 
IN,S 8 70 4 8 17 5 11 
WIE 11 70 7 3 4 
wi,W 10 24 4 3 6 1 
8TH 74 1,100 54 29 262 132 30 3 96 

AR,E 16 111 - 2 17 3 . 17 
AR,W 10 66 1 - 10 4 1 5 
1A,N . 71 1 1 6 12 - 4 
IA,S 5 133 1 11 12 3 6 
MN 7 93 1 11 22 7 1 - 6 
MO,E 13 202 50 2 17 8 20 1 24 
MO,wW 11 163 1 3 21 1 - 1 13 
NE 7 193 - 1 17 41 2 6 
ND 3 20 6 37 21 1 8 
SD 2 48 2 104 23 3 7 
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Table D-3. Cases (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


General Offenses 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezziement Fraud Firearms 

9TH 14,167 145 362 162 15 667 338 1,840 

AK 261 - 5 4 3 20 20 50 
AZ 2,919 91 26 37 4 42 21 569 
CA,N 651 1 20 4 . 30 91 105 
CA,E 907 2 1 12 . 68 21 130 
CA,C 1,351 8 86 18 - 101 30 365 
CA,S 3,817 3 38 23 . 19 25 209 
Hi 712 3 14 16 - 64 11 23 
iD 155 13 3 3 2 5 9 19 
MT 354 9 2 17 2 14 14 25 
NV 522 7 38 7 - 18 10 103 
OR 727 1 81 3 40 27 55 
WA,E 387 3 17 2 . 21 10 33 
WA,W 1,078 4 21 12 1 210 46 114 
N GUAM 279 - - 1 . 15 3 40 
So: NMI 47 . . - . 
10TH 3,442 63 78 47 4 281 65 367 

co 523 10 19 22 39 7 75 
KS 374 2 7 3 - 27 8 58 
NM 935 34 24 5 3 5 4 37 
OK,N 171 4 6 3 13 14 42 
OK,E 68 2 1 2 6 10 
OK,W 580 6 6 1 139 8 84 
UT 647 3 15 6 1 49 13 47 
wy 144 2 7 7 5 14 
11TH 7,040 16 174 52 2 381 126 767 

AL,N 348 4 8 5 44 13 46 
AL,M 213 3 5 - 52 5 17 
AL,S 199 11 2 9 4 19 
FL.N 318 1 22 4 1 21 12 31 
FL,M 1,259 . 44 5 - 32 17 348 
FL,S 1,392 1 41 13 - 54 34 151 
GA,N 664 8 28 7 1 49 18 103 
GA,M 2,360 . 12 79 13 25 
GA,S 287 2 5 4 41 10 27 
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Table D-3. Cases (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) Special Offenses 

Forgery and immigration Agricultural Postal 
Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws* Other 
9TH 229 3,439 807 104 480 4,571 127 35 359 
AK 4 49 39 - 7 25 15 - 11 
v4 26 687 . 13 105 1,165 13 1 38 
CA,N 10 98 44 1 22 91 1 17 67 
CA,E 5 114 14 19 23 429 13 2 22 
CA,C 74 196 3 3 54 280 1 1 59 
CA,S 10 1,564 . 24 24 1,799 2 3 52 
HI 8 136 328 - 63 15 3 - 19 
iD 1 20 11 2 a 17 24 - 9 
MT 3 41 91 3 44 25 28 18 
NV 22 74 . 4 30 134 2 13 
OR 14 114 . 5 14 248 15 16 
WA,E 17 94 - 3 12 129 4 11 
- WA,W 26 175 277 11 56 70 2 22 
N GUAM 9 48 - 1 4 143 2 1 
NMI . 29 - : 13 1 2 1 1 
10TH 71 853 352 45 169 689 27 5 87 
co 16 130 57 19 28 36 4 23 
KS 16 138 7 3 14 16 5 15 
NM 6 307 116 6 39 302 1 10 
OK,N 13 25 . 4 17 2 5 
OK,E 4 26 - - 7 - 3 2 
OK,W 6 80 167 6 29 7 2 11 
UT 4 110 1 6 22 316 8 18 
wy 6 37 4 1 13 10 5 1 3 
11TH 196 1,776 2,209 68 322 298 27 “ 221 
AL,N 30 86 31 5 16 . 3 4 21 
AL,M 17 56 23 3 11 2 - 1 2 
AL,S 9 100 - 2 14 - 6 
FL,N 4 104 33 11 24 2 2 1 12 
FL.M 61 450 2 19 50 124 4 1 38 
FL,S 39 624 - 13 90 84 13 1 108 
GA,N 19 141 59 12 78 75 4 1 15 
GAM 3 152 1,997 1 26 6 1 - 13 
GA,S 14 61 64 2 13 5 - . 6 
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Table D-3. 
U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Commenced, by Offense and District (Excludes Transfers), 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


- | ~ General Offenses 
Weapons 
and 
Circuitand District | Total | Homicide | Robbery Assault | Burglary Larceny Embezzlement | Fraud =| Firearms | 
TOTAL 78,287 474 1,714 690 115 4,267 1,505 11,130 4,441 
bc 669 1 8 3 . 45 14 122 99 
1ST 1,750 8 29 12 1 63 17 324 143 
ME 173 10 3 1 4 3 39 34 
MA 610 1 13 2 32 10 140 51 
NH 193 : 2 7 2 33 10 
RI 146 1 3 1 5 1 
PR 628 6 1 6 , 15 1 
2ND 5,650 18 61 37 2 230 97 
CT 347 3 4 1 6 12 
NY,N 750 . 3 7 1 52 16 
NYE 1,646 12 12 7 1 42 17 
NY,S 2,207 2 14 20 : 90 47 
NY,W 508 : 24 2 : 22 3 
VT 192 1 4 18 2 
3RD 3,597 13 87 36 3 274 106 
DE 141 . 10 3 1 y) 
NJ 1,307 2 25 12 172 25 
PAE | 994 2 15 9 51 33 
PAM 397 1 12 5 24 6 
PA,W 358 1 17 2 2 4 29 
vi 400 7 8 5 12 4 
4TH 8,633 53 229 88 18 744 116 
MD 728 6 47 15 1 48 4 
NC.E 1,063 3 30 26 9 211 f 
NC,M 486 : 78 : 7 11 
NC,W 772 11 18 5 . 40 12 
SC 1,211 4 28 2 1 46 33 
VA,E 3,472 28 19 36 3 353 24 
VA.W 442 1 5 4 2 17 10 
WV,.N 162 . . : : 8 3 
WV,S 297 4 . 2 14 4 
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Table D-3. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


eee 


Forgery and 
Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws 

TOTAL 1,896 20,472 
Dc 59 226 

1ST 27 816 
ME 61 
MA 14 263 
NH 100 
RI 8 59 
PR 4 333 

2ND 146 2,191 
cT 12 102 
NY,N 10 263 
NY.E 37 772 
NY,S 74 743 
NY,W 5 214 
vT 8 97 

3RD 61 1,260 
DE 8 35 
NJ 22 507 
PAE 25 400 
PAM 12 152 
PAW 12 133 
vi 2 33 

4TH 284 3,119 
MD 15 233 
NCE 14 328 
NC.M 17 197 
NC,W 27 430 
SC 144 468 
VA.E 49 1,006 
VA,W 10 209 
WV,N 1 85 
WV,.S 7 163 


_ General Offenses (Continued) 


4,988 


612 3,597 
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__Tratfle | Escape | Other | 


Immigration 


10,147 


___Special Offenses _ 


Agricultural Postal 
Acte_ Lewe" 


450 167 
. 3 
13 2 
1 
4 2 
1 
7 
10 22 
1 2 
9 1 
17 
2 
6 11 
1 
3 1 
2 8 
1 1 
46 4 
9 
14 1 
8 
3 1 
12 
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Tabie D-3. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


if pacino NAN RNR ARE 5 8 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total L Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezzlement Fraud Firearms — 
STH 12,477 22 143 48 2 474 135 1,503 522 
LAE 439 2 18 1 : 23 14 5J 20 
LA.M 160 y : : 5 1 60 14 
LA.W 441 5 4 : 85 13 50 16 
MS,N 165 1 5 1 3 3 17 21 
MS,S 382 2 27 3 8 1 55 40 
TX,N 1,402 4 43 8 132 46 265 116 
TX, 698 8 3 1 18 7 64 57 
TX,S 4,047 9 11 5 48 23 370 120 
TX,W 4,743 4 17 23 1 152 7 569 118 
6TH 5,731 19 185 50 4 554 240 944 425 
KY,E 572 : 9 5 19 19 72 34 
KY,W 667 1 22 8 3 241 25 38 47 
MILE 1,001 2 40 17 57 40 222 101 
- Mi,W 419 7 18 6 30 28 62 14 
iN OH,N 933 1 49 3 46 56 233 55 
OH,S 779 14 2 59 30 159 35 
TNE 519 13 2 1 22 15 44 56 
TN.M 246 1 8 : 15 15 34 40 
T™N.W 595 1 12 7 65 12 80 43 
7TH 2,929 12 120 15 2 131 113 529 201 
IL,N 765 54 6 55 55 240 25 
iL,C 410 19 4 2 16 14 50 28 
iL.S 555 1 4 2 5 6 50 30 
IN.N 434 1 10 : 20 4 71 66 
IN,S 297 4 4 1 1 5 27 29 
WIE 327 6 18 1 18 13 58 16 
wi,w 141 7 1 6 12 33 7 
8TH 4,543 65 128 119 57 148 96 629 385 
AR,E 513 2 10 6 3 20 11 66 40 
AR,W 173 2 9 2 11 3 23 15 
IA,N 225 10 : 5 2 37 18 
IA.S 430 2 15 10 9 31 37 
MN 505 17 34 3 : 6 19 87 62 
MO,E 778 2 18 23 13 119 90 
MO.W 590 3 14 5 : 30 13 69 46 
NE 555 2 14 4 18 10 47 35 
ND 249 20 4 15 12 a 4 40 22 
SD 525 15 , 84 42 17 12 110 20 
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Table D-3. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Special Offenses 


General Offenses (Continued) 


Forgery and Immigration Agricultural Postal 

Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws* Other 

5TH 201 5,756 29 134 303 2,807 23 13 362 

LAE 20 214 1 1 26 19 3 20 
LA|M 3 39 : 2 11 
LA,W 13 209 2 2 10 
MS,N 7 89 : : y 
MS,S 15 116 1 1 30 
TX,N 59 443 1 25 44 
TX,E 14 436 3 17 19 
TX,S 31 1,890 7 50 67 
TX,W 39 2,320 14 36 87 
6TH 194 2,178 107 71 319 
KY,E 24 294 19 35 
KY,W 24 120 43 3 36 
MIE 36 373 5 44 
N MI,W 15 179 24 
3 OH,N a5 314 :, 13 84 
OH,S 32 363 2 7 31 
TN.E 10 256 1 33 
TN,M 3 98 : 3 y 
TN.W 15 181 62 20 23 
7TH 88 1,217 37 25 133 
IL,N 21 181 1 49 
IL,C 15 192 25 y 12 
iL,S 7 284 4 1 13 
IN,N 9 197 1 24 
IN,S 12 146 4 10 20 
WILE 12 170 : - 7 
Wi,W 12 47 4 3 8 
8TH 104 2,116 54 34 293 
AR,E 26 270 ; 4 23 
AR,W 1 75 1 - 11 
1A,N . 122 1 1 8 
1A,S 5 274 . 2 13 
MN 10 212 1 13 24 
MO,E 15 “« 50 2 17 
MO,W 17 348 1 3 22 
NE 14 341 1 18 
ND 3 41 6 44 
SD 3 64 2 113 


97Z 


Table D-3. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


General Offenses 


Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezzlement Fraud Firearms 

9TH 18,080 175 409 180 19 802 365 2,391 639 
AK 312 5 4 3 22 20 68 9 
AZ 3,660 108 29 39 5 66 22 631 97 
CA,N 911 6 28 4 38 93 140 72 
CA,E 1,240 3 18 12 83 23 226 32 
CA,C 2,204 12 98 19 132 44 507 100 
CA,S 4,585 3 39 35 22 26 263 35 
HI 873 3 15 16 73 11 48 9 
iD 215 15 5 3 2 7 9 21 9 
MT 491 y 4 18 4 21 19 44 24 
NV 719 7 42 7 27 10 147 77 
OR 860 1 84 8 4 59 27 83 96 
WA,E 387 3 17 2 21 10 33 31 
WA,W 1,225 5 25 12 1 212 48 132 35 
GUAM 328 1 19 3 48 13 
NMI 70 

10TH 4,444 68 94 47 5 307 68 447 296 
co 699 11 24 22 40 7 92 50 
KS 556 2 8 27 9 74 72 
NM 1,213 37 25 4 7 4 47 41 
OK,N 290 5 6 24 14 53 31 
OK,E 98 2 2 5 6 11 5 
OK,W 651 6 7 1 140 10 89 33 
UT 747 3 22 6 1 53 13 63 31 
WY 190 2 7 1 5 18 33 

11TH 9,784 20 221 55 2 495 138 1,140 506 
AL,N 444 4 10 5 57 13 56 35 
AL,M 343 8 5 57 5 19 24 
AL,S 358 14 2 13 4 27 31 
FL,N 480 2 29 4 1 23 14 40 49 
FL,M 1,845 1 56 5 39 19 450 8. 
FL,S 2,236 1 51 15 98 37 329 161 
GA,N 1,018 10 33 7 1 72 19 137 56 
GAM 2,644 14 7 91 16 39 31 
GA,S 416 2 6 5 45 11 42 45 
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Table D-3. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) 


Special Offenses 


Forgery and immigration Agricultural Postal 

Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws* Other 
9TH 316 5,573 813 106 645 4,951 161 36 499 

AK 5 72 39 8 26 16 15 
AZ 36 1,149 14 112 1,285 20 1 46 
CA,N 11 231 44 11 35 93 3 17 85 
CA,E 6 284 14 19 39 433 13 3 32 
CA,C 105 617 3 3 117 348 1 11 87 
CA,S 13 2,046 24 34 1,963 4 3 75 
HI 12 227 328 65 17 3 46 
iD 1 49 11 2 10 17 37 17 
MT y 104 97 4 56 27 28 23 
NV 36 157 9 48 135 2 15 
OR 20 174 5 17 248 16 18 
WA,E 17 94 3 12 129 4 11 
WA,W 28 270 277 11 66 70 6 27 
GUAM 17 56 1 4 159 6 1 
NMI 43 22 1 2 1 1 
10TH 98 1,520 352 55 194 725 47 5 116 

co 20 247 57 21 32 37 5 4 30 
KS 22 258 7 3 21 21 10 19 
NM 9 521 116 12 40 332 1 12 
OK,N 22 92 4 27 2 7 
OK,E 5 44 y 6 3 
OK,W 6 134 167 6 30 7 2 13 
UT 6 156 1 8 22 316 18 28 
wy 8 68 4 1 13 10 5 1 4 
11TH 298 3,500 2,209 75 413 316 31 10 355 

AL,N 37 128 31 18 4 5 36 
AL,M 28 144 23 19 4 1 2 
AL,S 13 210 28 14 
FL,N 5 224 33 11 30 2 2 1 19 
FL,M 90 831 2 20 62 126 4 1 56 
FL,S 53 1,085 17 116 96 15 1 160 
GA,N 43 375 59 13 92 77 5 1 18 
GA,M 5 361 1,997 1 34 6 1 41 
GA,S 24 142 64 2 14 9 
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Table D-4. 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Disposed of, by Type of Disposition and Offense, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended Septeber 30, 1998 


GENERAL OFFENSES 


HOMICIDE 
MURDER-FIRST DEGREE 
MURDER—SECOND DEGREE 
MANSLAUGHTER 


BANi 

POSTAL 

INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 
OTHER 


LARCENY AND THEFT 
BANK 
POSTAL 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 
OTHER U.S PROPERTY 


Total 
Defend. ve 


67,934 


1,820 


TRANSPORT ETC, STOLENPROP. 322 


OTHER 


EMBEZZLEMENT 
BANK 
POSTAL 
OTHER 


511 


1,285 
684 
245 
356 


62 


118 


Not Convicted 


42 
31 


Acquitted by 
Court Jury 
594 487 
16 
16 
3 7 
2 
1 
10 15 
1 
1 
36 9 
1 
1 
2 
33 2 
1 4 
1 
5 9 
2 
2 4 
1 5 


Total 


Convicted and Sentenced 
Convicted by 
Plea of Nolo 
Guilty Contendere Court Jury 

55,913 343 601 3,028 
235 53 
177 2 45 
18 2 
40 6 
1,616 2 64 
1,458 2 61 
39 2 
19 1 
412 2 22 36 
91 1 

1 

27 

5 
58 1 
2,684 41 38 108 
277 1 6 
440 11 
189 39 
1,288 39 33 20 
253 1 29 
237 2 3 3 
1,122 2 33 

608 

219 
295 2 20 
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Table D-4. (September 30, 1998—-Continued) 


Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced 
Acquitted by Convicted by 
P 
Total Piea of Nolo 
Nature of Offense | Defendants Total Dismissed’ Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere Court Jury 
FRAUD 10,413 637 740 27 70 0,576 0,108 25 16 427 
INCOME TAX 865 39 33 2 4 626 764 A 2 56 
LENDING INSTITUTION 1,478 136 114 5 17 1,342 1,281 2 2 57 
POSTAL 1,587 164 144 3 17 1,423 1,301 4 A 109 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 1 1 1 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 55 12 1 1 43 35 8 
SOCIAL SECURITY 331 32 32 299 280 1 18 
FALSE PERSONATION 41 6 6 36 33 1 1 
NATIONALITY LAWS 182 16 15 1 166 160 1 5 
PASSPORT FRAUD 257 27 27 250 223 2 5 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATEMENTS 1,949 121 103 10 8 1,828 1,780 3 2 43 
OTHER 3,667 284 255 6 23 3,383 3,250 2 125 
AUTO THEFT 280 31 28 . 3 249 200 . 5 44 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 1,556 146 139 3 4 1,410 1,365 1 2 42 
TRANSPORT. FORGED SECURITIES 
POSTAL FORGERY 2 1 1 1 1 
OTHER FORGERY 283 36 36 247 243 4 
COUNTERFEITING 1,271 109 102 3 4 1,162 1,121 1 2 38 
SEX OFFENSES 688 81 64 1 16 607 559 . 3 45 
SEXUAL ABUSE 270 4) 29 1 11 229 206 1 22 
OTHER 418 40 35 5 378 353 2 23 
DRUGS 24,141 2,612 2,371 47 194 21,529 20,030 12 62 1,425 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES 11,344 2,217 1,691 427 99 9,127 8,046 245 298 538 
BRIBERY 211 28 17 11 183 172 11 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC 4,852 1,343 951 391 1 3,509 3,039 221 238 1 
ESCAPE 547 70 66 1 3 477 458 5 14 
EXTORT., RACKETS., THREATS 1,174 98 83 5 10 1,076 962 3 111 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY 42 1 1 41 39 2 
KIDNAPPING 142 26 24 2 116 85 31 
PERJURY 112 19 12 1 6 93 80 2 11 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 3,708 482 402 17 63 3,226 2,870 1 23 332 
OTHER 556 150 135 12 3 406 341 23 27 15 
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Table D-4. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


= Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced 
Acquitted by Convicted by 
Total Pilea of Nolo 
- __ Nature: of Offense Defendants Total Dismissed’ Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere Court Jury 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 8,777 415 401 6 8 6,362 6,264 1 13 64 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE 1 . . . : 1 1 
FEDERAL STATUTES 3,059 501 436 29 36 2,558 2,260 14 136 148 
AGRI /CONSERV. ACTS 352 102 92 ) 1 250 223 4 18 5 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 30 1 1 29 25 4 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 58 3 3 55 50 2 1 2 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS 84 9 5 4 75 55 20 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT 6 . . 6 6 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 1 1 1 
CIVIL RIGHTS 116 37 30 7 79 66 13 
CONTEMPT 49 5 3 1 1 44 37 4 4 
CUSTOMS LAWS 150 27 26 1 123 123 
POSTAL LAWS 180 14 11 1 2 166 166 
= OTHER 2,033 302 264 14 24 1,731 1.509 8 94 120 


NOTE: DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN TWO OR MORE CASES THAT WERE TERMINATED DURING THIS YEAR ARE REPORTED ONLY ONCE, THEREFORE, THIS TABLE'S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF 
ARE LESS THAN THE FIGURES IN TABLES D AND D.-1 FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS TERMINATED THIS TABLE'S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS EXCLUDE 758 TRANSFERS AND | 475 TERMINATIONS FOR DEFENDANIS 
CHARGED IN MORE THAN ONE CASE DURING THIS YEAR 


* THIS COLUMN INCLUDES DEFENDANTS WHO WERE COMMITTED PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U S.C 2902 OF THE NARCOTIC ADDICT REHABILITATION ACT 
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Table D-5. 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Sentenced After Conviction, by Offense, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Type of Sentence 
—- a saeesmenemeneememmenencinenenemmae 
Regular Sentences to Imprisonment’ Other Sentences 
oa ee enn ane ee oe imprisonment | 
6 7 13 36 More 
Total Total Months to to to Than Average 
Defendants) impris- or 12 35 60 60 Sentence 
Nature of Offense al Sentenced| oned Less Months Months Months Months in Months’ Life Death Other’ | Total 
TOTAL 59,685 (45,166 5422 4,328 12,004 6,359 11,972 56.8 204 «6 4~— 2,783 111,987 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE 290 272 10 18 59 46 1100: 110.8 21 4 4 18 
FIAST DEGREE 224 211 6 7 37 40 94 §=6.: 129.3 20 «4 3 13 
SECOND DEGREE 20 19 2 5 "1 114.9 1 1 
MANSLAUGHTER 46 42 4 1 20 1 5 25.9 1 4 
ROBBERY 1,584 | 1,523 10 21 229 481 771 82.6 _ 8 61 
BANK 1,523 1,472 10 19 217 466 750 83.2 51 
POSTAL 41 36 1 5 10 19 75.1 1 5 
OTHER 20 15 1 ? 5 2 39.7 5 
ASSAULT 472 280 65 42 78 46 24 31.9 . 8 24 | 180 
BURGLARY 92 50 2 7 28 1 2 31.2 42 
BANK 1 1 1 125.0 
POSTAL 27 22 1 4 13 4 23.8 5 
INTERSTATE 
SHIPMENTS 5 3 1 2 24.0 2 
OTHER 59 24 1 2 13 7 1 35.0 35 
LARCENY AND THEFT, 2,871 1,145 2820-224 351 112 94 28.1 . 81 | 1,573 
BANK 284 105 21 20 31 15 15 30.5 1 2 | 178 
POSTAL 451 274 67 60 95 12 17 24.2 23 | 176 
INTERSTATE 
SHIPMENTS 228 173 18 15 53 42 44 63.5 1 54 
OTHER U.S 
PROPERTY 1,380 303 129 67 70 4 3 11.4 30 | 991 
TRANSPORT ETC., 
STOLEN PROP. 283 211 22 41 91 35 14 28.3 K 71 
OTHER 245 79 25 21 11 4 1 13.5 17 | 103 


IIS 


6 7 
Months to 
or 12 
Less Months 
657 2,406 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 40 
1 > 
1 
192 411 
2 12 
10 
2 5 
178 343 
3 4 
7 37 


Probation 
13 36 
to Months Average 
35 or Sentence 
Months More in Months‘ 
2,094 6,551 32.7 
2 15 58.1 
2 10 59.2 
1 60.0 
4 54.0 
& 48 45.5 
6 42 47.0 
1 3 36.8 
1 3 38.4 
48 61 28.4 
3 37 47.2 
1 3 33.6 
1 18.5 
2 33 50.8 
250 706 29.0 
25 138 40.4 
21 141 39.0 
13 33 39.7 
159 306 23.8 
12 52 416 
20 36 276 


Other’ 
Becem 


— 


279 


14 


153 


86 


63 
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Table D-5. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Regular Sentences to imprisonment’ 
6 7 13 36 4©=- More 
Totat | Total Months to to to Then Average 
[Defendants| impris- or 12 35 60 60 Sentence 
Nature of Offense | Sentenced | oned Less Months Months Months Months in Months’ 
EMBEZZLEMENT 1,157 636 246 77 140 23 27 16.1 
BANK 616 391 156 40 67 10 8 12.1 
POSTAL 224 55 31 q 11 1 10.0 
OTHER 317 190 59 28 62 12 18 24.3 
FRAUD 9.576 | 5,873 1,461 965 1,808 604 199 21.3 
INCOME TAX 826 390 135 89 117 33 8 16.1 
LENDING 
INSTITUTION 1,342 1,089 291 165 395 70 25 18.1 
POSTAL 1,423 939 158 176 390 130 66 29.0 
VETERANS AND 
ALLOTMENTS 1 1 1 6.0 
SECUFITIES AND 
EXCHANGE 43 27 1 5 12 5 4 413 
SOCIAL SECURITY 299 169 60 24 40 12 3 18.0 
FALSE 
PERSONATION 35 9 3 1 3 1 17.0 
NATIONALITY LAWS 166 146 48 28 33 12 6 16.7 
PASSPORT FRAUD 230 160 67 15 10 4 2 96 
FALSE CLAIMS & 
STATEMENTS 1,828 1,019 327 87 151 56 12 15.6 
OTHER 3,383 1,924 370 375 747 281 67 23.1 
AUTO THEFT 249 217 12 22 54 27 81 99.9 
FORGERY AND 
COUNTERFEITING 1,410 847 216 188 304 70 29 20.0 
TRANS. FORGED 
SECURITIES 
POSTAL FORGERY 1 
OTHER FORGERY 247 96 37 24 26 2 3 14.7 
COUNTERFEITING 1,162 751 179 164 278 68 26 20.7 
SEX OFFENSES 607 517 30 50 194 86 150 59.1 
SEXUAL ABUSE 229 195 q 17 68 20 78 73.3 
OTHFA 378 322 21 33 126 66 72 50.6 


Type of Sentence 
Other Sentences 
to Imprisonment) 
Life Death Other’! Total 
123 | 503 
110 211 
2 | 169 
11 | 123 
2 - 750 (3,642 
8 | 428 
143 | 252 
19 | 476 
15 
30 | 128 
1 24 
19 20 
62 70 
1 385 | 797 
1 83 |1,432 
17 4 32 
. 40 | 562 
1 
4 | 150 
3% 411 
2 - 5 88 
2 1 34 
4 54 


Probation 
6 7 13 36 
Months to to Months Average 
or 12 35 or Sentence 
Less Monthe Months More in Monthe? | | 

18 65 110 84 33.7 

14 37 37 01 27.4 

1 19 50 99 38.7 

3 9 23 84 37.8 

87 302 609 2,567 38.3 

14 46 94 271 36.0 

4 32 26 169 3790 

14 30 62 368 41.9 

2 13 42.4 

3 12 27 83 36.6 

5 4 15 31.5 

1 7 11 28.8 

4 5 19 34 288 

14 53 98 628 36.6 

34 118 270 995 39.8 

: 2 6 23 37.1 

1 32 138 380 39.1 

1 24.0 

15 54 76 38.8 

6 17 83 304 39.3 

3 7 15 63 42.1 

7 3 24 39.1 

3 : 12 39 440 
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Table D-5. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Type of Sentence 
Other Sentences eh i cn eee if aa 
Regular Sentences to imprisonment’ to imprisonment Probation 
LT ELIT TE 
6 7 13 36 More 6 7 13 36 | 
Tota! Total Months to to to Than Average Months to to Months Average 
Defendants| impris- or 12 35 60 60 Sentence or 12 35 or Sentence Fine 
Nature of Offense Sentenced; oned Less Months Months Months Months inMonths’| Life Death Other’| Total Less Months Morths More in Months‘ | Other’ | Only 
DRUGS 21,529 19,809 769 1,331 4,443 4,517 6,002 78.0 180 - 567 (1,675 46 316 257 1,010 34.9 46 45 
MISCELLANEOUS 
GENERAL OFFENSES 9,127 5,012 433 359 1,092 993 1,804 84.0 63 - 268 || 664 163 659 277 531 23.6 34 2,251 
BRIBERY 183 96 35 16 24 10 7 23.4 . . 4 83 1 11 13 58 37.9 . 4 
DRUNK DRIVING 
AND TRAFFIC 3,509 356 131 30 33 3 2 6.1 . . 157 41,000 111 736 86 54 13.6 13 2,153 
ESCAPE 477 423 98 99 168 29 16 19.8 . . 13 50 7 i) 12 20 26.2 2 4 
EXTORTION, 
RACKETEERING, 
AND THREATS 1,076 889 49 54 181 243 306 9.7 22 : 34 187 3 16 49 112 35.8 7 
GAMBLING AND 
LOTTERY 41 16 4 2 3 3 4 41.7 . 25 2 11 1 32.9 1 
oO KIDNAPPING 116 107 ' ’ 13 21 54 (147.2 eS 5 8 7 102.4 : ' 
- PERJURY 93 49 15 11 14 4 3 28.7 . . 2 44 1 4 15 24 32.6 . . 
WEAPONS AND 
FIREARMS 3,226 2,980 63 139 637 672 1,406 102.2 29 . 34 236 7 23 59 142 35.0 5 10 
OTHER 406 96 37 7 19 8 6 22.7 . 19 231 32 58 32 103 33.8 6 79 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 8,362 7,959 1,637 884 2,829 1,222 576 25.6 - - 811 401 57 48 58 205 29.2 33 2 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL 
REVENUE 1 . - - . - . - . . . 1 - . . 1 72.0 . 
FEDERAL STATUTES 2,558 1,026 249 140 305 121 109 39.5 4 - 98 (1,345 67 319 313 580 27.8 66 187 
AGRI/CONSERV. 
ACTS 250 44 22 s) 7 1 9.3 . 5 159 19 46 37 57 248 . 47 
ANTITRUS? 
VIOLATIONS 29 4 . 2 2 . 12.3 . 12 . 1 3 4 45.0 13 
FOOD AND DHUG 
ACT 55 4 2 1 2 2 1 26.3 . . 1 39 : a) 13 16 29.5 1 7 
MIGRATORY BIRD 
LAWS 75 1 - i - . . 12.0 - . ° 69 1 $5 3 10 16.6 . 5 
MOTOR CARRIER 
ACT 6 2 . 1 . . . 10.0 . . 1 2 . 1 . 1 24.0 . 2 
NATIONAL 
DEFENSE LAWS ‘| - - . : . 
CIVIL RIGHTS 79 55 6 6 17 x 17 91.3 . . 1 21 . 5 4 12 33.1 . 3 
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Table D-5. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Type of Sentence 


enemies +—— 
Other Sentences 
Regular Sentences to Imprisonment’ 
9 ? to Imprisonment Probation | 
cma - enema . — 
6 7 13 36 More 6 7 13 36 
Total Total Months to to to Than Average Months to to Months Average 
Defendants| impris- or 12 35 60 60 Sentence or 12 35 or Sentence Fine 
Nature of Offense Sentenced| oned Less Months Months Months Months in Months’ |Life Death Other’ |Total Less Months Months More in Months‘ | Other® | Only 
. | 
CONTEMPT 44 22 9 2 5 . 4 29.9 2 19 1 6 5 7 26.2 ; 3 
CUSTOMS LAWS 123 61 16 a 19 7 17.7 10 58 4 6 16 27 28.2 | 5 4 
POSTAL LAWS 166 13 11 1 . . : 3.3 1 148 9 43 48 48 24.5 : 5 
OTHER 1,731 815 183 108 253 103 87 40.0 4 77 ‘| 818 33 147 184 394 29.5 | 60 98 


NOTE: THIS TABLE'S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED EXCLUDE 758 TRANSFERS AND 1,475 TERMINATIONS FOR DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN MORE THAN ONE CASE 


DURING THIS YEAR. 


‘INCLUDES SENTENCES OF AT LEAST ONE MONTH, WHICH MAY BE FOLLOWED BY TERMS OF PROBATION (MIXED SENTENCES). 
“EXCLUDES LIFE SENTENCES, DEATH SENTENCES, AND OTHER (SEE FOOTNOTE 3). 
INCLUDES DEPORTATION, SUSPENDED SENTENCES, SEALED SENTENCES, IMPRISONMENT OF FOUR DAYS OR LESS, AND NO SENTENCE. 
‘EXCLUDES OTHER (SEE FOOTNOTE 5). 
‘INCLUDES SUPERVISED RELEASE, PROBATION OF FOUR DAYS OR LESS, SUSPENDED SENTENCES, SEALED SENTENCES, AND NO SENTENCE. 
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Table D-6. 

U.S. District Courts—Median Time Intervals From Filing to Disposition 
of Criminal Defendants Disposed of, by District, 

During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Total Dismissed Plea of Guilty Court Trial Jury Trial 


Median’ Median’ | Median’ Median* | Median’ 
Circuit and District Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) 
TOTAL 67,934 5.6 6,968 5.1 56,256 5.5 1,195 9 3,515 10.4 
oc 553 6.1 45 4.2 465 6.1 2 . 4) 10.8 
1ST 1,527 9.1 162 11.8 1,230 6.6 20 7.3 125 14.2 
ME 159 56 a) 133 52 1 16 81 
MA 535 11.0 15 6.8 479 10.7 6 35 143 
NH 162 83 22 77 134 8.3 2 4 
Ri 136 61 5 111 57 3 17 10.5 
PR §35 113 101 15.0 373 96 4 53 19.1 
S 2ND 4,722 9.8 196 16.1 4,258 9.3 10 8.4 258 17.2 
- cT 328 10.0 16 16.5 282 94 { 29 16.3 
NY,N §37 5.5 33 34 473 5.1 1 30 21.0 
NY.E 1.585 94 55 28.8 1,465 9.0 ef 60 15.4 
NY.S 1,693 11.6 80 15.8 1,505 11.1 1 107 17.6 
NY,W 459 84 6 422 75 2 29 19.6 
vT 120 10.7 6 111 10.7 3 
3RD 3,257 6.9 322 4.1 2,742 6.8 13 7.3 180 12.6 
DE 148 6.1 13 3.3 130 6.1 . . 5 
NJ 1,085 6.5 167 2.7 863 68 7 48 13.0 
PAF 986 8.5 37 13.8 860 82 4 85 11.9 
P\.M 341 7.6 33 13.1 286 74 1 21 16.2 
PAW 331 7.3 32 43 289 74 1 9 
vi 366 3 40 16.7 314 1 12 10.1 
4TH 7,454 5.3 1,215 3.1 5,623 5.5 188 1.6 426 8.5 
MD 647 7.1 123 6.6 448 6.8 2 . 74 11.6 
NCE 840 45 138 44 646 45 26 6 30 8.6 
NC.M 376 5.6 32 5.4 305 5.7 1 . 38 5.5 
NC .W 615 11.7 49 7.1 529 11.9 1 : 36 12.7 
sc 1,085 6.9 167 44 877 7.0 1 . 40 10.8 
VA.E 2,912 3.0 632 13 2,018 3.4 149 15 113 64 
VA.W 468 8.6 32 4.7 369 8.5 5 . 62 10.1 
WV.N 194 8.0 12 10.6 165 7.7 1 . 16 10.9 
wv.s 317 5.1 30 3.3 266 5.2 2 . 19 48 
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Table D-6. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


._ =e Dismissed Plea of Guilty Court Trial Jury Trial 
Median® Median’ Median*® Median’ Median’ 

Circuit and District Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) 

STH 10,856 4.6 772 44 9,548 4.56 101 6.2 435 6.2 
LAE 450 7.0 21 8.0 410 69 2 17 12.5 
LA.M 135 6.1 4 116 6.1 4 b 
LA.W 419 7.5 77 34 301 76 10 39 a1 108 
MS,N 167 6.0 10 5.8 140 5.7 17 63 
MS.S 351 56 24 82 296 54 14 77 17 63 
TX.N 1,270 5.3 90 5.5 1,106 §.2 6 68 68 
TX 657 6.7 85 5.2 532 6.8 6 34 96 
TX,S 3,501 39 229 18 3,126 39 16 83 130 72 
TX.W 3,906 44 227 64 3,521 44 43 43 115 78 

6TH 5,063 6.8 731 6.5 3,901 6.7 69 4.9 292 12.9 
KY.E 439 5.7 38 6.9 379 5.6 22 95 
KYW 558 43 93 24 384 44 44 38 37 16.6 
MILE 1,061 98 254 10.0 740 9.9 7 60 16.4 
MILW 352 7.1 41 7.5 278 68 5 28 11.0 

% OH,N 850 5.8 46 46 776 5.7 2 26 11.9 

On,S 591 6.2 39 5.8 531 6.1 1 20 13.5 
TNE 426 8.0 39 8.9 360 79 4 23 8.9 
™N.M 204 9.0 21 5.8 160 89 4 19 11.5 
™N.W 602 75 160 2.1 383 85 2 57 10.9 

7TH 2,416 7.3 227 4.3 1,930 6.9 17 13.1 242 15.7 
1L,.N 704 11.9 47 21.0 553 10.4 4 100 30.6 
1L.C 275 72 28 41 224 69 23 12.2 
i_.s 438 5.5 59 4 357 6.0 2 . 20 14.0 
INN 355 7.3 42 7.1 270 73 2 4) 11.6 
IN.S 258 5.9 23 44 212 55 1 22 9.1 
WLE 236 6.3 16 3.4 193 6.1 7 20 63 
WI Ww 150 5.0 12 2.8 121 5.0 1 16 7.0 

8TH 3,692 6.5 333 5.0 3,040 6.4 35 5.7 284 9.4 
ARLE 371 7.3 54 §.1 287 7.3 5 25 10.7 
AR.W 152 6.3 13 5.5 126 63 5 8 . 
1A.N 191 8.1 9 - 158 76 2 22 15.1 
1A.S 285 5.9 30 49 235 5.7 . . 20 64 
MN 431 7.5 20 5.4 336 7.3 5 . 70 96 
MO.E 715 5.5 71 3.6 606 5.5 6 32 73 
MO.W 484 8.0 29 6.1 429 79 1 25 11.6 
NE 332 8.7 37 48 273 8.9 3 . 19 12.5 
ND 214 4.7 19 9.0 179 44 . . 16 7.1 
SD 517 5.6 51 48 411 5.4 # 47 88 
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Table D-6. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
Total Diemissed —_|__Plenet Guity_| __ Court Trial Jury Trial 
Median® Median’ Median’ Median’ Median’ 

Circuit and District Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number | (Months) | Number (Months) 

OTH 16,440 48 1,700 5.2 13,008 47 116 12.3 436 10.9 
AK 284 44 70 3.6 201 46 1 12 8.0 
AZ 3,041 2.9 167 9.7 2,837 2.7 37 11.0 
CA.N 861 11.4 07 22.8 671 8.9 59 12.3 M4 26.0 
CAE 1,184 64 120 7.5 1,022 5.9 3 39 21.4 
CA,C 1,716 7.3 136 69 1,473 71 8 99 12.3 
CAS 3,822 3.5 199 3.2 3,568 3.4 7 48 7.0 
HI 781 5.1 241 17.8 524 46 6 10 19.6 
1D 169 6.5 40 5.8 93 5.7 5 31 8.6 
MI 520 5.2 206 2.5 280 63 6 28 97 
NV 629 9.0 67 79 522 8.7 4 % 14.4 
OR 720 5.8 72 5.8 611 5.6 9 28 13.6 
WA.E 348 5.0 49 43 287 5.0 2 10 8.6 
WA,W 1,016 42 275 46 722 41 2 17 67 
GUAM 308 5.0 35 2.4 264 5.1 4 5 
NMI 41 44 16 22 23 45 2 

e 

10TH 3,835 5.6 575 4.6 3,078 5.5 28 3.9 154 9.6 
co 564 5.4 100 5.1 434 54 17 42 13 17.9 
KS 518 6.8 64 45 417 6.9 5 32 89 
NM 1,174 5.9 203 8.5 933 5.7 1 37 10.3 
OK,N 237 6.9 39 6.6 186 6.7 2 10 9.4 
OK,E 83 6.1 14 1.8 64 6.4 . 5 . 
OK,W 549 29 98 9 427 3.3 1 : 23 6.0 
UT 550 5.1 52 8.9 476 48 . . 22 13.7 
wy 160 5.5 5 . 141 5.2 2 : 12 7.3 

11TH 9,099 5.3 610 8.4 7,283 5.2 596 1 640 8.9 
AL,N 416 4.3 53 2.2 326 43 4 33 7.1 
AL.M 300 5.5 35 3.3 224 5.5 8 33 7.8 
ALS 476 8.4 100 34.7 335 7.6 2 . 39 7.6 
FL.N 475 5.9 11 6.1 377 5.6 8 79 6.3 
FL.M 1,690 6.4 92 9.0 1,457 6.1 12 7.4 129 9.6 
FL.S 1,973 6.9 76 8.0 1,688 6.4 10 6.9 199 11.4 
GA,.N 905 6.0 86 9.3 769 5.4 19 114 31 8.7 
GAM 2,404 ‘1 105 7.3 1,728 1 529 1 42 11.9 
GA,S 460 5.1 52 6.2 349 47 4 . 55 84 


NOTE DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN TWO OR MORE CASES THAT WERE TERMINATED DURING THIS YEAR ARE REPORTED ONLY ONCE, THEREFORE, THIS TABLE'S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF ARE 
LESS THAN THE FIGURES IN TABLES D AND D-1 FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS TERMINATED. THIS TABLE'S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS EXCLUDE 758 TRANSFERS AND 1.475 TERMINATIONS FOR DEFENDANTS 
CHARGED IN MORE THAN ONE CASE DURING THIS YEAR. 

* MEDIANS COMPUTED ONLY FOR 10 OR MORE DEFENDANTS 
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Table D-7. 


U.S. District Courts—Criminal Defendants Disposed of, by Type of Disposition and District, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced 
pa Se " a 
Acquitted by Convicted by 
—_ mm... +. & 
ircult 
and Total Plea of Nolo 
District Detendants Total Dismissed Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere | Court Jury 
TOTAL 67,934 8,049 6,968 594 487 59,885 55,913 343 601 3,028 
oc 553 54 45 2 7 499 465 . 34 
1ST 1,527 186 152 9 25 1,341 1,229 1 1 100 
ME 159 10 9 1 149 133 16 
MA 535 28 15 3 10 507 479 3 25 
NH 162 22 22 140 133 1 2 4 
RI 136 8 5 2 1 128 111 1 16 
PR 535 118 101 3 14 417 373 5 39 
2ND 4,722 232 196 4 32 4,490 4,254 4 6 226 
cT 328 19 16 1 2 309 281 1 27 
NY.N 537 37 33 1 3 500 473 27 
NY,E 1,585 64 55 1 A 1,521 1,463 2 4 52 
NYS 1,693 93 80 1 12 1,600 1,504 1 95 
NY,W 459 13 6 7 446 422 2 22 
vT 120 6 6 114 111 3 
3RD 3,257 349 322 3 24 2,908 2,738 A 10 156 
DE 148 13 13 135 129 1 5 
NJ 1,085 177 167 2 8 908 863 5 40 
PAE 986 46 37 1 & 940 859 1 3 77 
PA.M 341 37 33 4 304 286 1 17 
PA.W 331 34 32 2 297 287 2 1 7 
vi 366 42 40 2 324 314 10 


2 a — 


4 


Type of Sentence 
Fine 

Only imprisonment 

2,732 45,166 

1 322 

a 1,106 

124 

1 392 

118 

105 

3 367 

54 3,261 

209 

31 74 

7 1,131 

11 1,170 

1 285 

4 92 

20 2,088 

1 93 

7 566 

4 695 

7 223 

1 201 

310 
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Table D-7. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced Type of Sentence 
Acquitted by Convicted by 
Circuit 
and Total Plea of Nolo Fine 
District Defendants Total Dismissed Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere | Court Jury Only Imprisonment 
4TH 7,454 1,335 1,215 69 51 6,119 5,613 10 119 377 463 4,086 

MD 647 126 123 . 3 521 447 1 2 "1 9 406 
NC.E 840 154 138 14 2 686 646 12 28 93 342 
NC.M 376 36 32 1 3 340 305 35 306 
NC,W 615 60 49 . 1 555 528 1 / 25 2 430 
sc 1,085 171 167 1 3 914 877 . - 37 2 685 
VA.E 2,912 692 632 46 14 2,220 2,016 2 103 99 354 1,184 
VA.W 468 43 32 4 7 425 366 3 1 55 1 334 
WV.N 194 17 12 1 4 177 165 . . 12 1 153 
WV,S 317 36 30 2 4 281 263 3 15 1 246 

& 

“ 5TH 10,856 885 772 30 83 9,971 9,543 5 71 352 21 8,088 
LA.E 450 29 21 . H 421 410 , 2 9 2 304 
LA.M 135 9 9 ; 126 116 4 6 1 84 
LA,W 419 78 77 : 1 341 301 , 10 30 4 228 
MS,N 167 17 10 ; 7 150 140 : : 10 119 
MS,S 351 27 24 1 2 324 296 :; 13 15 1 204 
TX,N 1,270 105 90 3 12 1,165 1,106 3 56 5 952 
TX,E 657 94 85 4 5 563 531 1 2 29 1 492 
Tx,S 3,501 265 229 10 26 3,236 3,124 2 6 104 1 2,849 
TX,W 3,906 261 227 12 22 3,645 3,519 2 31 93 6 2,856 

6TH 5,083 817 731 36 50 4,266 3,976 15 33 242 81 3,132 
KY.E 439 43 38 5 396 379 : 17 1 293 
KYW 558 126 93 27 6 432 379 5 17 31 29 184 
MIE 1,061 262 254 1 7 799 737 3 6 53 9 623 
MI,.W 352 47 41 5 1 305 276 2 27 “ 241 
OH,N 850 54 46 H 796 772 4 2 18 2 595 
OH,S 591 43 39 : 4 548 531 1 5 11 384 
TNE 426 51 39 1 11 375 359 1 3 12 9 315 
TN,M 204 28 21 2 5 176 160 2 14 157 
TN.W 602 163 160 ; 3 439 383 2 54 12 340 
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Table D-7. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced Type of Sentence 
Acquitted by Convicted by 
Circuit 
and Total Plea of Nolo Fine 
District Defendants Total Dismissed Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere | Court Jury Only imprisonment 
aeieeimeel 
7TH 2,416 254 227 5 2? 2,162 1,929 1 12 220 40 1,703 
IL.N 704 48 47 1 656 553 4 44 8 503 
iL.C 275 30 28 2 245 224 21 12 196 
iL,S 438 65 59 2 4 373 357 16 8 313 
IN,N 355 49 42 1 6 306 270 1 35 1 207 
IN,S 258 93 23 235 212 1 22 7 198 
WILE 236 20 16 1 3 216 192 1 6 17 3 161 
wi,w 150 19 12 1 6 131 121 10 1 125 
8TH 3,692 389 333 13 43 3,303 3,029 1 22 241 46 2,548 
AR,E 371 62 54 4 4 309 287 1 21 1 233 
AR,W 152 16 13 1 2 136 125 1 4 6 112 
IA.N 191 1 a) 1 1 180 158 1 21 1 156 
IAS 285 36 30 6 249 235 14 219 
MN 431 33 20 2 11 398 336 59 1 333 
MOE 715 77 71 5 638 599 7 27 27 489 
MO,W 484 31 29 1 1 453 426 3 24 10 321 
NE 332 38 37 1 294 273 3 18 1 241 
ND 214 20 19 1 194 179 15 142 
SD 517 65 51 3 1 452 411 5 36 4 302 
9TH 15,440 1,850 1,790 20 40 13,590 13,089 9 96 396 489 11,113 
AK 284 71 70 1 213 200 1 12 4 107 
AZ 3,041 175 167 8 2,866 2,836 1 29 4 2,599 
CA.N 861 100 97 - 3 761 671 59 31 25 475 
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Table D-7. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced Type of Sentence 
Acquitted by Convicted y 
Circuit 
and Total Plea of Nolo Fine 
District Defendants Total Dismissed Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere | Court Jury Only imprisonment 

9TH (CONTINUED) 
WA,E 348 51 49 1 1 297 287 9 1 260 
WA,W 1,016 276 275 - 1 740 722 2 16 188 413 
GUAM 308 41 35 4 2 267 264 - 3 209 
NMI 41 17 16 1 24 23 - 20 

10TH 3,835 613 575 9 29 3,222 2,990 88 19 125 101 2,461 
co 564 106 100 2 4 458 434 - 15 4 23 316 
KS 518 75 64 4 7 443 416 1 1 25 2 337 
NM 1,174 211 203 1 7 963 933 - 30 53 825 
OK,N 237 41 39 2 196 186 10 136 
OK,E 83 14 14 69 64 - 5 52 
OK,W 549 102 98 - 4 447 341 86 1 19 10 307 
UT 550 54 52 496 475 1 20 10 393 
WY 160 10 5 - 150 141 2 7 3 115 

11TH 9,099 1,085 610 394 81 8,014 7,058 195 202 559 1,408 5,238 
AL,N 416 59 53 2 4 357 326 - 2 29 5 249 
AL,M 300 44 35 5 4 256 224 3 29 2 168 
ALS 476 105 100 - 5 371 334 1 2 34 1 326 
FL,N 475 20 11 6 3 455 376 1 2 76 19 377 
FL,M 1,690 111 92 7 12 1,579 1,457 - 5 117 4 1,320 
FL,S 1,973 124 76 7 41 1,849 1,687 1 3 158 1 1,659 
GA,N 905 95 86 2 7 810 733 36 17 24 61 551 
GA,M 2,404 470 105 363 1,934 1,577 151 166 40 1,312 310 
GA,S 460 57 52 2 403 344 5 2 52 3 278 


NOTE: DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN TWO OR MORE CASES THAT WERE TERMINATED DURING THIS YEAR ARE REPORTED ONLY ONCE; THEREFORE, THIS TABLE'S FIGURES FOR TOTAL YEFENDANTS 
DISPOSED OF ARE LESS THAN THE FIGURES IN TABLES D AND D-1 FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS TERMINATED. THIS TABLE'S FIGURES FOR TOTAL DEFENDANTS EXCLUDE 758 TRANSFERS AND 1,475 
TERMINATIONS FOR DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN MORE THAN ONE CASE DURING THIS YEAR. 
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Table D-8. 
U.S. District Courts—All Criminal Cases Pending, by Major Offense and District, 
During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


General Offenses 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezziement Fraud Firearms 

TOTAL 43,500 366 1,074 424 57 2,447 895 6,739 3,130 

oc 667 6 4 6 . 25 7 79 101 
187 1,323 10 24 6 . 72 32 208 144 

ME 87 6 2 3 2 17 19 
MA 471 2 10 1 42 10 80 52 
NH 210 1 2 6 9 45 16 
RI 218 1 2 12 # 28 34 
PR 337 6 3 1 9 3 38 23 
2ND 6,526 39 63 44 3 363 144 1,560 313 

B CT 219 3 5 7 ? 51 26 
NY,N 444 1 3 1 39 1 65 18 
NY,E 1,957 20 12 7 1 85 31 473 81 
NY,S' 3,435 13 31 23 1 208 95 882 150 
NY.W 361 1 10 4 21 73 23 
vT 110 1 2 3 16 15 
3RD 2,325 37 65 23 2 174 69 508 150 

DE 100 4 2 5 6 21 16 
NJ 910 4 21 5 112 24 231 34 
PAE 675 4 12 5 31 16 123 59 
PAM 248 3 7 3 13 6 52 18 
PA.W 193 1 8 1 1 { 12 54 11 
vi 199 25 8 7 1 12 5 27 12 
4TH 4,136 30 131 48 12 291 50 515 504 

MD 664 7 35 12 1 32 5 79 121 
NC.E 484 4 13 13 4 97 3 37 18 
NC.M 227 1 46 5 4 37 41 
NC,W 382 Q 14 2 16 4 55 46 
Sc 614 1 14 3 1 22 12 134 72 
VA.E 1,282 8 14 1 100 3 104 133 
VA,W 269 1 2 4 12 5 40 48 
WV.N 81 5 1 10 13 
WV.S 133 2 8 19 12 
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Table D-8. Cases (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


ee General Oftenses (Continued) Special Offenses 
Forgery and Immigration Agricultural Postal 
Circuit and District | Counterfeiting | Drug Laws | Traffic | Escape | Other Laws Acts Laws’ Other 
TOTAL 1,040 16,062 2,004 940 2,420 3,690 248 164 1,610 
bc 26 323 8 2 42 5 . 3 23 
1ST 26 530 6 7 88 74 7 . 89 
ME 25 . 9 ! ! 4 
MA 10 177 3 3 24 21 3 33 
NH 5 94 2 18 4 ) ! 7 
RI 1 79 2 3 30 . 5 
PR 155 3 34 19 3 40 
2ND 153 2,376 57 194 458 328 5 73 353 
cT 69 2 20 H 1 13 
- NY.N 5 147 24 ) 17 68 3 28 
nt NY,E 43 880 6 141 49 7 121 
NY,S' 92 1,063 33 175 259 180 1 63 166 
NY.W 162 5 18 18 3 20 
vT 55 1 3 5 5 
3RD 69 806 3 34 169 101 3 7 105 
DE 6 27 1 3 : ) 3 
NJ 27 286 10 68 28 2 58 
PAE 20 291 7 53 30 2 4 18 
PA.M 5 97 1 13 15 4 1 : 10 
PA,W 8 72 3 4 1 , 11 
vi 3 33 2 23 35 ! 5 
4TH 11 1,558 404 38 227 46 18 4 149 
MD 16 201 58 6 38 14 10 29 
NC.E 1 138 104 1 19 6 1 20 
NC.M 6 67 8 5 7 
NC,W 25 164 3 25 3 11 
Sc 38 239 4 a 47 2 2 15 
VA.E 18 §31 236 5 59 13 6 44 
VA.W 5 114 1 1 16 1 1 1 17 
WV.N 1 39 2 4 1 5 
Wv.S 1 65 4 14 8 
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Table D-8. Cases (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


SD aenaeens sonora Offenses a 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery | Assault | Burglary | Larceny Embezzlement Fraud =| Firearms — 

STH 5,000 10 61 23 1 206 59 539 303 

LA,E 184 1 9 1 9 8 23 9 
LAM 90 ° 3 : ) 4 40 9 
LAW 255 . 1 2 62 4 »” 10 
MS.N 46 : 1 1 1 4 8 
MS,S 167 1 16 2 7 6 21 24 
TX,N 663 1 16 2 ° 64 20 145 62 
TX,E 252 ° 4 3 1 9 2 39 27 
™%,S 1,595 5 8 4 . 17 10 140 79 
TX,W 1,847 2 4 8 % 4 97 75 
6TH 2,683 15 97 33 2 235 98 485 293 

KY,E 257 4 4 . 7 7 47 15 
KY,W 339 2 5 4 1 88 "1 29 26 
MIE 691 1 27 14 : 29 18 124 96 
Mi.w 163 5 9 3 13 7 29 1 
» OH,N 322 23 2 23 14 76 29 
£ OH,S 339 8 1 ° 27 16 82 23 
TNE 266 3 5 2 1 1 7 26 35 
TN.M 163 2 1 9 10 31 29 
TN,W 343 2 1 2 28 A 41 29 
7TH 1,522 4 68 8 74 64 347 128 

1L,N 572 41 4 1 44 3) 187 27 
iL,C 219 8 2 1 6 b 23 20 
.s 175 3 2 2 5 24 16 
IN,N 223 1 3 . 7 2 43 31 
N.S 116 1 5 3 1 "1 18 
WILE 157 7 12 8 40 1 
wi,w 60 1 3 19 5 
8TH 2,051 29 62 44 16 71 42 274 203 

AR,E 197 2 5 ° : 7 5 26 15 
AR,W 64 1 1 6 7 5 
1A,N 144 7 1 : 19 18 
1\A,S 187 6 2 3 19 18 
MN 236 10 16 2 4 7 48 33 
MO,E 297 2 6 : 12 5 38 36 
MO,W 278 2 9 2 17 8 39 26 
NE 328 1 2 . 7 5 33 25 
ND 91 6 1 5 4 3 1 15 14 
SO 229 7 32 12 12 8 30 13 


A eee a AE IEEE ETN TT TENET ACETAL CT CI EEE TITLED RE LCE ETEAAS EEG CTE ITEC ALY OAT AL ETI SNE ELA LOSE EL DELON 
Table D-8. Cases (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) Special Offenses 

Forgery and immigration Agricultural Postal 
Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws’ Other 
STH 84 2,2 27 237 142 975 13 5 174 
LAE 7 91 : : 7 8 2 1 8 
LAM 2 15 . 2 10 1 3 
LA,W 4 99 4 ) 9 3 2 20 
MS,N 3 19 . 5 1 3 
MS,S 6 60 2 12 1 e) 
TX,N 24 138 4 35 23 79 1 49 
TX,E a 114 2 5 10 21 1 10 
TX,S 18 695 10 139 32 388 1 44 
TX,W 16 1,009 5 51 34 476 28 
6TH 97 1,018 61 51 200 42 30 1 115 
KY,E 5 132 6 17 5 1 6 
KY,W 10 72 29 6 30 : . . 26 
Mi,E 24 271 2 4 38 1 3 3 26 
N MI.W 6 57 . . 1 10 . . 2 
wv OH,N 17 90 . 6 23 3 1 1 14 
OH,S 15 123 1 6 18 4 . 1 14 
TNE 7 111 . 2 24 2 21 9 
TN.M 2 50 . 2 9 4 1 5 3 
TN.W 1 112 28 19 30 3 3 15 
7TH 49 527 30 20 105 26 7 11 52 
iL,N 24 114 1 2 49 9 4 8 20 
iL,C 7 91 26 5 7 5 1 9 
IL,S 3 97 . 1 9 5 1 : 7 
IN,N 6 100 ; 1 18 1 . 3 7 
INS 4 47 1 7 11 4 . 3 
WLE 3 60 . 1 6 2 5 
WI.wW 2 18 2 3 5 1 1 
8TH 37 950 21 20 150 47 25 1 59 
ARE 13 95 ; . 15 4 . . 10 
AR,W 4 32 : 5 2 1 ; 
1A,N . 85 . . 5 5 . 4 
1A,S 3 113 : 2 7 7 3 4 
MN 3 86 . 8 11 4 1 3 
MO,E 6 130 21 2 12 6 10 11 
MO,W 3 143 . 2 15 : : 12 
NE 3 212 . 1 12 2 5 
ND 1 12 3 16 4 1 5 
SD 1 42 3 53 3 8 5 
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Table D-8. Cases (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


~ General Offenses 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezziement Fraud Firearms 

9TH 9,607 119 285 113 1 531 216 1,332 439 
AK 112 . 1 1 1 6 19 2 
AZ 1,280 67 21 23 4 25 7 96 65 
CA,N 721 3 13 2 37 68 120 50 
CA,E 780 3 13 8 65 16 136 25 
CA,C 1,760 14 106 20 122 41 509 87 
CA,S 1,576 1 2 10 7 8 118 22 
HI 966 3 14 10 1 71 y 26 10 
iD 110 7 1 1 1 1 5 15 5 
MT 235 10 3 13 2 12 7 26 18 
NV 432 4 22 4 13 4 100 50 
OR 494 2 49 3 2 34 16 44 66 
WA,E 236 1 9 1 14 3 22 18 
WA,wW 730 3 1 16 114 17 77 15 
> GUAM 133 1 1 1 10 24 6 

NMI 42 1 
10TH 2,534 45 51 34 4 161 33 237 161 
co 479 7 10 11 . 55 3 58 29 
KS 269 2 6 2 16 4 33 37 
NM 855 23 16 7 2 3 3 21 31 
OK,N 119 3 3 3 7 8 30 11 
OK,E 49 2 1 5 6 4 
OK,w 238 4 2 . 40 4 38 12 
UT 448 2 12 5 2 37 5 44 22 
wy 77 2 1 b 2 1 7 15 
11TH 4,827 22 158 42 4 244 81 655 391 
AL.N 190 1 6 3 1 19 1 28 18 
AL.M 181 2 5 43 3 15 7 
ALS 211 16 2 10 3 19 24 
FL,N 292 2 21 2 1 16 4 29 29 
FL.M 1,058 3 37 3 . 26 14 226 76 
FL,S 2,029 11 50 15 2 77 35 227 166 
GA,N 428 4 15 5 . 18 7 78 35 
GA,M 287 . 4 5 . 12 10 20 23 
GA,S 151 1 2 2 23 4 13 13 
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Table D-8. Cases (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) Special Offenses 
Forgery and Immigration Agricultural Postal 

Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws? Other 
9TH 209 2,799 932 162 444 1,545 104 30 336 
AK 1 31 18 . 3 9 4 . H 
AZ 26 472 . 14 82 339 11 1 27 
CA,N 18 151 63 25 32 53 2 14 70 
CAE 6 192 35 35 30 156 31 2 27 
CAC 80 369 1 12 72 227 3 12 85 
CA.S 7 874 2 33 30 409 1 33 
HI 4 154 567 2 50 15 2 24 
1D 1 27 5 3 7 12 15 4 
MT 2 48 30 3 26 14 9 12 
NV 19 74 13 29 89 2 9 
OR 13 124 6 15 88 17 1 14 
WA,E 5 93 3 9 47 3 4 
WA,W 17 139 210 10 48 38 1 14 

GUAM 6 24 1 1 2 48 2 
NMI 27 2 s) 1 1 1 
10TH 39 829 372 39 130 320 16 2 61 
co 10 147 70 11 20 21 4 1 22 
KS 8 124 5 4 8 10 « 
NM 2 309 260 9 35 126 6 
OK,N 9 23 4 13 2 1 2 
OK,E 2 23 - - 4 . . 1 
OK,wW 3 66 37 5 16 4 2 5 
UT 4 114 . 6 23 152 4 . 16 
wy 1 23 11 5 2 1 
11TH 138 2,106 83 136 265 181 20 7 294 
AL,N 4 66 6 3 15 1 1 3 10 
AL,M y) 60 14 5 12 2 . 1 3 
AL,S 7 106 . 2 15 . . . 7 
FL,N 2 115 12 39 12 1 1 1 5 
FL,M 39 464 1 30 56 34 2 . 47 
FL,S 45 951 1 46 108 89 1 1 194 
GA,N 17 148 6 4 20 51 4 1 11 
GAM 3 159 14 1 16 2 1 ; 12 
GA,S 3 37 29 2 11 1 . . 5 


NOTE: PENDING TOTALS EXCLUDE EACH CASE IN WHICH THE DEFENDANT HAS BEEN A FUGITIVE SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996. HOWEVER, NO CASE WITH MULTIPLE DEFENDANTS 
HAS BEEN EXCLUDED UNLESS ALL DEFENDANTS IN THE CASE HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 

"PENDING CASE TOTALS INCLUDE SOME CASES IN WHICH ALL DEFENDANTS HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 

? OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NONMAILABLE MATERIAL, AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS 
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Table D-8. 


U.S. District Courts—All Criminal Defendants Pending, by Major Offense and District 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


General Offenses 
Weapon s 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezzlement Fraud Firearms 

TOTAL 65,267 480 1,249 471 72 3,060 1,008 9,720 3,878 
DC 887 9 10 10 : 32 9 104 104 

1ST 2,547 17 33 6 : 101 52 368 185 
ME 108 . 7 2 4 2 21 19 
MA 864 2 12 1 62 13 131 76 
NH 318 . 3 . a 9 64 19 
Ri 261 1 3 2 : 14 9 32 35 
PR 996 14 8 1 13 19 120 36 

2ND 10,301 71 78 57 4 430 160 2,088 458 
cT 362 5 6 1 7 7 72 31 
NY,N 792 1 3 9 1 46 11 90 21 
NY,E 2,913 33 20 9 1 102 36 618 156 
NY,S' 5,371 30 35 34 2 235 106 1,158 211 
NY,W 666 1 12 4 21 116 24 
vT 197 1 2 - 19 34 15 

3RD 3,370 41 68 24 2 188 75 709 174 
DE 116 - 9 2 5 6 30 17 
NJ 1,279 4 23 5 120 27 308 36 
PA,E 1,090 5 12 5 - 33 18 162 75 
PA,M 377 4 8 4 14 6 101 20 
PA,W 282 1 8 1 1 2 13 75 12 
vi 226 27 8 7 1 14 5 33 14 

4TH 6,091 38 158 43 13 368 58 760 586 
MD 944 7 42 13 1 36 5 114 137 
NC,E 661 5 20 13 4 110 3 78 27 
NC,M 337 1 49 - 9 8 52 47 
NC,W 924 10 16 2 56 12 99 65 
sc 968 4 21 3 1 29 13 161 93 
VA.E 1,499 10 14 104 3 142 134 
VA,W 452 1 4 2 14 5 68 55 
WV,.N 121 . 7 1 16 15 
WV,S 185 - 3 8 30 13 
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Table D-8. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Circuit and District = 


NC,E 
NC,M 
NC,W 


VA,E 
VA,W 


TOTAL 


18T 


4TH 


Forgery and 
| Counterfeiting | Drug Laws Trattlc Escape Other _ 
1,424 29,637 2,005 986 3,613 
32 462 8 2 58 
44 1,350 6 4 142 
40 4 
20 436 3 3 38 
7 172 2 20 
15 107 2 4 
2 595 3 2 71 
194 4,553 57 199 923 
7 142 : 2 41 
12 390 24 5 33 
53 1,414 . 6 245 
112 2,111 33 180 574 
4 395 : 5 26 
6 101 : 1 A 
81 1,370 3 38 326 
7 32 : : 1 
29 464 : 13 136 
25 558 7 124 
4 150 1 13 23 
8 124 4 18 
3 42 2 1 24 
179 2,856 405 39 274 
17 368 59 6 49 
1 240 104 1 19 
11 139 8 6 
37 569 1 3 31 
72 470 4 4 67 
33 658 236 5 64 
6 244 1 1 19 
1 65 2 5 
1 103 4 14 


General Offenses (Continued) 


Ae, 


Immigration 
Laws _ 


4,108 


Special Offenses 


Agricultural 
Acts 


10 


Postal 


Lawe! 


160 


75 
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Table D-8. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
: General Offenses ae ; er may 
7 Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezziement Fraud Firearms 
5TH 7,418 14 76 27 1 240 68 762 349 
LAE 364 2 12 1 10 8 39 14 
LAM 97 : 3 1 4 41 9 
LA,W 425 1 3 64 4 38 12 
MS,N 98 : 1 1 1 4 12 
MS,S 245 1 19 2 7 7 30 31 
TX,N 970 2 19 2 72 21 196 69 
TX,E 449 7 3 1 15 2 51 33 
TX,S 2,250 7 10 4 29 16 223 88 
TX,W 2,500 2 4 "1 41 5 140 81 
6TH 4,459 19 111 33 4 303 104 690 356 
KY.E 362 4 4 9 7 55 17 
KY,W 418 3 10 4 3 90 11 45 36 
MIE 1,146 2 29 14 53 21 198 116 
- Mi,wW 245 6 12 3 18 7 32 10 
4 OH,N 545 25 2 29 14 120 36 
OH,S 579 a 1 31 18 119 27 
TNE 448 3 7 2 1 13 p 33 38 
TN.M 224 3 5 1 17 10 42 34 
TN,W 492 2 11 2 43 8 46 42 
7TH 2,410 6 85 9 5 107 70 467 160 
iL,N 929 48 5 3 57 43 258 35 
iL,c 303 12 2 2 12 i 33 21 
iL,S 300 3 2 3 5 29 17 
IN.N 338 1 4 11 2 66 50 
IN,S 196 1 7 4 1 15 18 
WIE 264 4 4 20 # 42 14 
Wi,W 80 2 3 24 5 
8TH 3,147 40 68 48 19 92 43 398 227 
ARE 380 4 5 16 6 45 18 
AR,W 68 1 1 6 7 5 
IA,N 214 6 1 29 21 
\A,S 311 6 3 3 28 23 
MN 387 11 19 3 4 7 66 38 
MOE 443 6 8 18 5 51 37 
MO,W 439 3 10 2 18 8 53 28 
NE 501 12 2 : 9 5 43 25 
ND 123 6 1 6 3 1 20 17 
SD 281 10 35 13 14 8 46 15 


A 
Table D-8. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
General Offenses (Continued) Special Offenses 
Forgery and Immigration Agricultural Postal 

Circuit and District Counterfeiting Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws’ Other 
5TH 11 3,924 27 240 233 1,079 16 6 246 
LAE 9 242 23 8 3 2 1 
LAM 3 17 : 2 "1 : 1 5 
LA,W 6 248 4 5 10 3 2 25 
MS,N 4 63 : 7 : 1 4 
MS,S 12 90 2 27 : 1 16 
TX,N 29 341 4 35 38 82 1 59 
TX,E 6 277 2 7 1 21 1 12 
TX,S 21 1,157 10 139 40 424 7 1 74 
TX,W 21 1,489 5 52 66 541 2 40 
6TH 134 2,025 61 59 293 44 38 "1 174 
KY.E 1 204 : 7 21 5 2 1 15 
KY,W 16 98 29 6 41 . . 26 
MIE 29 550 2 5 65 13 3 3 43 
4 MI,W 8 122 . 15 10 2 
= OH,N 26 210 . 12 47 3 1 1 19 
OH,S 17 302 1 6 26 4 : 1 18 
TNE 10 266 . 2 28 2 21 14 
TN.M 2 76 . 2 14 4 4 5 5 
TN.W 15 197 29 19 36 3 7 32 
7TH 60 1,112 30 21 145 33 7 1 82 
IL,N 26 312 1 2 77 14 4 36 
IL,C 8 145 26 5 12 7 1 9 
iL,S 6 206 . 1 10 5 1 12 
IN.N 7 160 1 21 1 3 1 
INS 7 114 1 8 12 4 4 
WIE 3 146 1 6 2 9 
wi,w 3 29 2 3 7 ; 1 1 
8TH 53 1,773 21 21 174 53 39 1 77 
ARE 18 227 . : 19 6 . : 16 
AR,.W 4 35 6 2 1 . 
1A,N . 136 . 8 6 . 7 
1A,S 3 208 . 3 10 8 11 5 
MN 5 206 . 8 1 5 1 3 
MO,E 6 246 21 2 12 6 10 15 
MO,W 5 278 . 2 18 14 
NE 10 363 12 13 2 5 
ND 1 19 3 19 4 1 7 
SO 1 55 3 59 3 14 5 
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Table D-8. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


~ General Offenses 
Weapons 
and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezziement Fraud Firearms 

9TH 13,3862 147 315 129 15 639 238 2,006 615 
AK 134 1 1 1 8 8 27 2 
AZ 1,869 81 23 25 5 40 7 198 77 
CA,N 1,122 y 17 2 51 68 192 103 
CA.E 1,177 4 19 4 76 20 231 33 
CA,C 2,732 15 116 20 158 57 673 141 
CA,S 2,094 1 22 22 7 8 165 33 
Hi 1,127 3 14 10 1 78 y 49 10 
1D 157 8 1 1 1 2 5 17 6 
MT 366 10 5 14 4 16 7 48 24 
NV 673 4 23 4 . 22 4 186 72 
OR 613 2 52 4 3 40 17 70 74 
WA,E 239 1 9 1 14 3 22 18 
WA,wW 858 8 12 16 116 18 100 16 
GUAM 163 1 1 1 1 6 28 6 
NMI 58 1 

10TH 3,285 49 60 34 5 184 36 306 188 
co 622 8 12 11 56 3 73 40 
KS 373 2 6 2 16 5 41 45 
NM 1,072 25 17 7 3 4 3 26 34 
OK,N 189 4 3 3 16 8 37 12 
OK,E 65 2 2 3 5 6 4 
OK,W 307 4 3 . . 40 6 41 12 
UT 549 2 16 5 2 43 5 70 24 
wy 108 2 1 6 6 1 12 17 

11TH 7,910 29 188 45 4 376 95 1,062 476 
AL,N 251 1 7 3 1 22 1 33 18 
ALM 271 3 5 45 3 16 6 
AL,S 339 . 18 2 . 12 3 28 31 
FL,N 412 3 26 2 1 18 6 46 32 
FL,M 1,641 3 48 3 . 37 19 345 88 
FL,S 3,451 14 57 17 2 141 37 430 211 
GA,N 772 7 15 5 . 35 10 115 44 
GA,M 548 12 5 38 13 33 27 
GA,S 225 1 2 3 28 3 16 16 
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Table D-8. Defendants (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) Special Offenses 
Forgery and immigration Agricultural Postal 
Circuit and District Counterfeiting — Drug Laws Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws’ Other 
9TH 275 4,764 932 167 662 1,799 142 32 505 
AK 2 37 18 . 3 a) 5 . 12 
AZ 32 792 . 14 95 414 28 1 37 
CA,N 24 327 63 25 67 55 4 14 101 
CAE 6 413 35 35 57 160 31 3 46 
CA,C 97 856 1 17 142 291 5 13 120 
CA.S 8 1,214 2 33 33 495 3 48 
HI 10 250 567 2 55 17 2 50 
T) 1 56 5 3 7 14 20 10 
mT 8 110 30 3 37 15 4 26 
NV 32 151 . 13 58 89 2 13 
OR 22 178 6 23 88 18 1 15 
WA,E 5 96 3 9 47 3 8 
WA,W 19 211 210 10 61 38 5 18 
i) GUAM 4 24 1 1 2 66 6 - - 
ht NMI 39 2 13 , ’ , 
10TH 53 1,360 372 48 149 326 31 2 82 
co 13 243 70 13 23 22 5 1 29 
KS 10 198 5 4 13 10 7 9 
NM 4 496 260 16 37 131 2 7 
OK,N 13 63 . 4 20 2 1 3 
OK,E 3 34 5 - 1 
OK,W 3 126 37 5 17 4 2 . 7 
UT 6 157 6 23 152 13 25 
WY 1 43 . 11 5 1 
11TH 208 4,088 83 143 434 202 27 8 442 
AL,N 4 100 6 3 16 1 2 4 24 
AL,M 13 131 14 5 20 3 1 3 
AL,S 10 188 2 31 14 
FL,N 2 187 12 39 27 1 1 1 # 
FL|M 55 806 1 31 81 35 2 . 87 
FL,S 63 1,859 1 51 178 105 16 1 268 
GA,N 39 368 6 9 44 54 5 1 15 
GA,M 5 357 14 1 25 2 1 . 15 
GA,S 12 92 29 2 12 1 8 
NOTE: PENDING TOTALS EXCLUDE EACH CASE IN WHICH THE DEFENDANT HAS BEEN A FUGITIVE SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996. HOWEVER, NO CASE WITH MULTIPLE DEFENDANTS 
HAS BEEN EXCLUDED UNLESS ALL DEFENDANTS IN THE CASE HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 
‘PENDING CASE TOTALS INCLUDE SOME CASES IN WHICH ALL DEFENDANTS HAVE BEEN FUGITIVES SINCE BEFORE APRIL 1, 1996 
? OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NONMAILABLE MATERIAL, AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS 
41] 
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Table D-12. 


U.S. District Courts—Median Time from Conviction to Sentencing for Criminal Defendants Convicted 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Defendants Sentenced 45 Days 


or Less After Conviction 


Defendants Sentenced More 
Than 45 Days After Conviction 


Total 
Convicted Median Percent Median Median 
Circuit and District Defendants (Days) Total of Total (Days) Total (Days) 

TOTAL 57,222 86 13,795 24.1 1 43,427 99 
DC 502 102 42 8.4 1 460 109 

1ST 1,347 105 242 18.0 1 1,105 120 
ME 150 110 8 5.3 1 142 111 
MA 511 89 144 28.2 1 367 109 
NH 141 103 3 2.1 1 138 103 
RI 128 83 37 28.9 1 91 92 
PR 417 131 50 12.0 1 367 136 

2ND 4,450 128 870 19.6 1 3,580 156 
CT 312 116 28 9.0 1 284 124 
NY,N 472 99 164 34.7 1 308 152 
NY,E 1,522 124 360 23.7 1 1,162 173 
NY,S 1,592 143 245 15.4 1 1,347 164 
NY,W 438 110 71 16.2 1 367 125 
VT 114 140 2 1.8 1 112 141 

3RD 2,704 116 382 14.1 1 2,322 130 
DE 135 93 16 11.9 1 119 98 
NJ 907 117 161 17.8 1 746 135 
PA,E 942 127 66 7.0 1 876 139 
PAM 303 133 20 6.6 1 283 139 
PA,W 299 79 95 31.8 1 204 95 
vi 118 120 24 20.3 15 94 153 

4TH 5,894 84 1,855 31.5 1 4,039 101 
MD 500 3 322 64.4 1 178 89 
NCE 619 69 270 43.6 1 349 97 
NC.M 355 115 2.3 1 347 115 
NC,W 549 218 81 14.8 1 468 238 
sc 925 108 95 10.3 1 830 112 
VA.E 2,061 74 932 45.2 1 1,129 88 
VA,W 426 100 31 7.3 1 395 104 
WV,N 178 53 88 49.4 1 90 94 
WV.S 281 83 28 10.0 1 253 86 
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Table D-12. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Defendants Sentenced 45 Days 


or Less After Conviction 


De endants Sentenced More 
Than 45 Days After Conviction 


Total 
Convicted Median Percent Median Median 
Circuit and District Defendants (Days) Total of Total (Days) Total (Days) 

5TH 9,791 72 2,904 29.7 1 6,887 84 
LA,E 419 96 21 5.0 14 398 100 
LA,M 124 86 11 8.9 1 113 90 
LA,W 329 110 31 9.4 1 298 119 
MS,N 151 80 2 1.3 1 149 81 
MS,S 277 78 28 10.1 1 249 80 
TX,N 1,135 85 106 9.3 1 1,029 89 
TX,E 562 104 40 7.1 1 522 105 
TX,S 3,169 75 533 16.8 1 2,636 80 
TX,W 3,625 1 2,132 58.8 1 1,493 70 
6TH 4,280 98 855 20.0 1 3,425 107 
KY,E 401 90 132 32.9 1 269 103 
KY,W 424 93 118 27.8 6 306 103 
MIE 795 125 44 5.5 1 751 129 
MI,W 309 101 17 5.5 1 292 102 
OH,N 799 89 162 203 1 637 96 
OH,S 541 108 114 21.1 1 427 124 
TNE 379 91 98 25.9 1 281 193 
™N,M 180 84 77 42.8 1 103 120 
TN,W 452 94 93 20.6 1 359 106 
7TH 2,086 99 367 17.6 1 1,719 108 
IL,N 656 124 85 13.0 1 571 139 
iL,C 248 108 29 11.7 1 219 110 
iL,S 297 102 25 8.4 1 272 105 
N,N 306 89 62 20.3 1 244 104 
INS 233 1 144 61.8 1 89 78 
WIE 217 83 14 6.5 1 203 86 
WI,.wW 129 71 s 6.2 1 121 72 
8TH 3,208 93 428 13.3 1 2,780 99 
AR,E 297 97 17 5.7 2 280 98 
AR.W 136 110 2 1.5 3 134 112 
1A,N 183 84 61 33.3 2 122 100 
1iA,S 246 90 14 5.7 1 232 92 
MN 393 130 17 43 1 376 134 
' 645 85 34 5.3 1 611 86 
453 124 62 13.7 1 391 141 

290 102 29 10.0 1 261 108 

ND 204 55 98 48.0 1 106 71 
so 361 82 94 26.0 1 267 87 


9SZ 


ee ee ee 
Table D-12. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


—¥ 


Defendants Sentenced 45 Days 


Defendants Sentenced More 


Than 45 Days After Conviction 


or Less After Conviction 
Total nn = _— 5 a 
Convicted Median Percent Median 

Circuit and District Defendants (Days) Total of Total (Days) Total 

9TH 13,171 79 4,029 30.6 1 9,142 

AK 209 75 60 28.7 4 149 
AZ 2,863 66 901 31.5 1 1,962 
CA,N 694 108 104 15.0 1 590 
CAE 975 68 442 45.3 1 533 
CA,C 1,557 113 66 4.2 7 1,491 
CAS 3,638 77 1,409 38.7 1 2,229 
HI 533 1 360 67.5 1 173 
1D 110 86 7 6.4 1 103 
Mr 286 84 99 34.6 1 187 
NV 557 112 33 5.9 1 524 
OR 643 76 195 30.3 1 448 
WA,E 295 75 119 40.3 2 176 
WA,W 613 75 227 37.0 1 386 
GUAM 174 124 6 3.4 5 168 
NMI 24 98 1 4.2 1 23 
10TH 3,219 83 655 20.3 1 2,564 

co 449 74 94 20.9 1 355 
KS 442 95 31 7.0 7 411 
NM 947 91 147 15.5 1 800 
OK,N 204 106 10 4.9 1 194 
OK,E 70 122 3 4.3 1 67 
OK,W 476 1 250 52.5 1 226 
UT 490 69 102 20.8 26 388 
WY 141 73 18 12.8 1 123 
11TH 6,570 85 1,166 17.7 1 5,404 
ALN 353 67 121 34.3 1 232 
AL,M 250 86 45 18.0 1 205 
AL,S 372 119 23 6.2 1 349 
FL,N 448 84 35 78 1 413 
FL.M 1,571 87 237 15.1 14 1,334 
FL,S 1,852 86 132 7.1 1 1,720 
GA,N 669 88 101 15.1 1 568 
GA.M 651 20 336 51.6 1 315 
GA,S 404 62 136 33.7 1 268 


Median 
(Days) 


111 
71 


NOTE: THIS TABLE’S FIGURES FOR DEFENDANTS CONVICTED ARE LESS THAN THE FIGURES IN TABLES D-4, D-5, AND D-7 BECAUSE, OF THE 59.885 DEFENDANTS CONVICTED DURING THE PERIOD, THIS TABLE 


EXCLUDES 1,465 PETTY OFFENDERS AND 1,889 DEFENDANTS WHOSE CASES STEMMED FROM PETITIONS FOR REMOVAL. APPEALS TO DISTRICT COURT CASES, JUVENILE PROCEEDINGS, AND VIOLATION NOTICES. 


ALSO, THIS TABLE INCLUDES 691 DEFENDANTS WHO WERE CONVICTED IN MORE THAN ONE CASE DURING THIS PERIOD 
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Table E-1. 


Federal Probation System—Persons Received for and Removed From Supervision 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Received for Supervision 


Persons Under Total Magistrate Term of 
Supervision Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory 
Circuit and District Oct. 1, 1997 Received Transters Probation Probation Release Parole Release | 

TOTAL 92,054 45,586 39,925 7,940 7,124 22,704 1,180 453 
oc 1,376 610 537 130 80 253 60 10 

1ST 2,727 1,145 1,035 312 15 670 22 10 
ME 264 135 126 13 3 104 A 
MA 1,061 500 452 120 10 302 9 8 
NH 227 89 72 9 60 2 1 
Ri 296 96 79 22 2 54 1 
PR 879 325 306 148 150 6 1 

2ND 8,531 3,680 3,045 917 204 1,787 53 33 
CT 705 286 242 79 5 147 4 3 
NY,N 586 324 287 89 16 176 3 
NYE 3,650 1,573 1,226 403 42 726 24 17 
NY,S 2,562 1,066 901 231 107 510 16 9 
NY,W 867 349 314 96 34 176 4 2 
vT 161 82 75 19 52 2 2 

3RD 6,238 2,628 2,281 620 302 1,234 57 31 
DE 186 121 105 25 18 59 1 1 
NJ 2,314 1,051 849 173 251 388 16 12 
PAE 2,308 843 768 258 21 454 13 10 
PAM 465 234 212 56 10 138 4 1 
PAW 784 305 276 91 2 154 13 7 
vi 181 74 71 17 41 10 

4TH 10,323 6,182 5,496 680 2,257 2,330 149 36 
MD 2,048 1,526 1,334 68 849 349 51 7 
NCE 1,183 664 601 53 241 282 12 4 
NC,M 691 318 265 29 15 196 19 2 
NC,W 1,186 558 514 98 102 290 16 6 
SC 1,599 780 669 151 91 390 24 8 
VA.E 2,146 1,657 1,523 148 893 448 18 6 
VA,W 697 385 327 90 45 187 3 
WV,N 276 107 89 18 1 65 2 3 
WV,S 497 187 174 25 20 123 4 


—— ee 


Received 
Military Special by 
Parole Parole Transter 
186 338 5,661 
. 4 73 
2 4 110 
1 1 9 
1 2 48 
17 
17 
1 19 
9 42 635 
2 2 44 
1 2 37 
4 10 347 
1 27 165 
1 1 35 
7 
12 25 347 
1 16 
2 7 202 
2 10 75 
1 2 22 
5 4 29 
2 3 
25 19 686 
6 4 192 
5 4 63 
4 53 
2 44 
4 1 111 
5 5 134 
2 58 
18 
1 1 13 
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Table E-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Removed From Supervision 


= ——— 
Magistrate Term of Removed Persons Under 
Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special by Supervision 
Circuit and District Removed Transfers Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole Transfer Sept. 30, 1998 
TOTAL 43,903 38,897 9,031 6,960 19,576 1,792 686 209 643 5,206 93,737 
oc 569 493 97 127 197 52 12 8 76 1,417 
1ST 1,054 977 299 12 581 32 20 2 31 77 2,818 
ME 125 116 15 3 87 5 1 1 4 i) 274 
MA 470 442 144 6 257 12 10 1 12 28 1,091 
NH 104 94 34 1 55 3 1 10 212 
Ri 99 89 15 71 1 1 1 10 293 
PR 256 236 91 2 111 11 8 13 20 948 
2ND 3,472 2,822 986 195 1,456 86 27 11 61 650 8,739 
CT 263 239 89 4 128 8 4 3 3 24 728 
NY,N 265 225 75 9 133 5 2 1 40 645 
NYE 1,422 1,159 440 69 593 21 12 2 22 263 3,801 
NY,S 1,122 824 269 66 404 40 9 4 32 298 2,506 
NY,W 327 309 99 45 153 ) 3 18 889 
VT 73 66 14 2 45 2 7 170 
3RD 2,551 2,262 784 233 1,086 90 33 a 47 269 6,315 
DE 92 81 11 10 53 4 1 2 11 215 
NJ 979 815 254 158 355 27 13 1 7 164 2,386 
PAE 872 849 331 41 408 30 10 29 23 2,279 
PAM 224 197 61 12 117 4 3 27 475 
PA.W 318 284 103 12 129 17 10 4 9 34 771 
vi 66 56 24 24 8 10 189 
4TH 6,056 5,332 882 2,090 2,006 228 49 27 50 724 10,449 
MD 1,388 1,262 126 735 310 56 20 1 14 126 2,186 
NC.E 677 601 84 265 206 33 3 2 8 76 1,170 
NC.M 315 285 42 28 178 26 4 4 3 30 694 
NC,W 559 511 121 116 241 28 2 1 2 48 1,185 
SC 682 633 174 84 322 34 5 9 5 49 1,697 
VALE 1,672 1,359 166 769 366 30 10 4 14 313 2,131 
VA.W 370 329 83 67 166 2 3 41 712 
WV,N 124 113 21 5 75 7 1 2 2 11 259 
WV.S 269 239 65 21 142 2 1 2 30 415 
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Table E-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Received for Supervision 
Persons Under Total Magistrate Term of Received 
Supervision Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Speciai by 
Circuit and District Oct. 1, 1997 Received Transfers Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole Transfer 

5TH 11, 462 5,655 §,225 944 957 3,088 116 36 27 57 630 
LA,E 921 447 408 112 31 249 8 4 1 3 39 
LA,M 226 123 82 27 25 30 - - . 41 
LA,W 640 375 358 48 162 142 2 1 3 17 
MS,N 457 191 166 30 51 82 2 - 1 - 25 
MS,S 595 372 339 59 130 140 5 1 3 1 33 
TX,N 2,262 944 835 184 59 542 34 3 4 9 109 
TX,E 753 389 321 63 25 214 8 1 6 4 68 
TX,S 3,127 1,634 1,463 208 223 978 29 10 3 12 171 
TX,W 2,481 1,380 1,253 213 251 711 28 16 6 28 127 

6TH 8,379 4,414 3,999 768 702 2,353 95 34 31 16 415 
KY,E 557 308 287 88 3 182 11 2 - 1 21 
KY,W 565 546 515 43 299 152 9 1 7 4 31 
MIE 1,964 981 928 149 181 565 17 8 5 3 53 
MI,W 547 297 252 28 18 197 5 1 3 - 45 
OH,N 1,402 687 637 192 25 398 10 5 4 3 50 
OH,S 1,214 631 557 113 86 319 21 10 4 4 74 
TNE 854 346 312 42 43 207 15 2 3 - 34 
™N,M 524 305 225 22 46 143 6 3 4 1 80 
TN,W 752 313 286 91 1 190 1 2 1 27 

7TH 4,859 1,987 1,747 360 103 1,164 68 24 12 16 240 
IL,N 2,115 757 687 152 33 457 25 13 2 5 70 
IL,C 465 204 182 30 6 132 6 3 2 3 22 
IL,S 391 190 176 25 11 137 2 1 : - 14 
IN,N 504 289 258 72 26 135 19 - 1 5 31 
IN,S 526 209 175 30 16 115 6 2 5 1 34 
WIE 611 239 206 44 i) 139 8 3 1 2 33 
WI,W 247 99 63 7 2 49 2 2 1 36 

8TH 5,284 2,780 2,488 619 149 1,585 71 37 8 19 292 
AR,E 563 274 247 56 11 168 7 - 3 2 27 
AR,W 307 189 158 21 54 79 3 1 31 
1A,N 280 109 101 19 5 69 5 2 - 1 8 
1A,S 241 143 105 24 - 74 3 2 1 1 38 
MN 928 382 353 60 11 262 7 8 1 4 29 
MO,E 785 461 420 76 23 279 25 y 2 6 41 
MO,W 976 533 486 124 22 309 17 11 3 47 
NE 469 164 139 45 4 88 1 - 1 25 
ND 249 149 126 59 4 58 2 3 23 
SD 486 376 353 135 15 199 1 1 1 1 23 
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Table E-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Removed From Supervision 


Magistrate Term of Removed Persons Under 
Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special by Supervision 
Circuit and District Removed Transfers Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole Transfer Sept. 30, 1998 

5TH 5,348 4,734 950 933 2,473 192 58 26 102 614 11,969 
LA,E 364 346 84 48 194 12 5 1 2 18 1,004 
LA.M 109 98 26 16 51 3 1 . 1 11 240 
LA,W 363 319 50 169 91 5 2 1 1 44 652 
MS,N 229 201 35 82 79 2 1 - 2 28 419 
MS,S 367 314 49 141 110 7 - 4 3 53 600 
TX,N 959 858 243 50 473 48 14 5 25 101 2,247 
TX,E 343 297 78 25 165 18 4 2 5 46 799 
TX,S 1,398 1,251 236 176 753 42 14 4 26 147 3,363 
TX,W 1,216 1,050 149 226 557 55 17 9 37 166 2,645 

6TH 4,112 3,674 801 589 2,008 149 54 35 38 438 8,681 
KY,E 265 234 48 7 161 9 5 1 3 31 600 
KYW 471 359 44 184 109 16 1 1 4 112 640 
MIE 957 864 196 111 500 28 11 6 12 93 1,988 
MI,W 267 238 43 14 164 8 3 3 3 29 577 
OH,N 555 509 134 32 295 25 12 6 5 46 1,534 
OH,S 540 507 110 82 253 34 13 12 3 33 1,305 
TN.E 388 354 80 54 202 13 3 - 2 34 812 
TN,M 354 322 59 104 134 11 5 5 4 32 475 
TN.W 315 287 87 1 190 5 1 1 2 28 750 

7TH 2,017 1,839 524 155 990 101 34 13 22 178 4,829 
1L,N 802 743 236 60 378 36 19 5 9 59 2,070 
IL,C 190 178 44 5 103 17 2 1 6 12 479 
iL,S 163 146 37 8 93 5 3 - - 17 418 
INN 261 234 71 27 111 20 2 2 1 27 532 
IN,S 224 205 51 26 116 3 4 3 2 19 511 
WILE 280 250 66 23 137 16 4 1 3 30 570 
WI.Ww 97 83 19 6 52 4 1 1 14 249 

8TH 2,524 2,279 540 175 1,370 109 48 17 20 245 5,540 
AR,E 283 257 49 24 169 10 3 e 26 554 
AR,.W 182 166 25 67 68 3 1 2 . 16 314 
1A,N 126 110 15 5 75 6 § 1 3 16 263 
1A,S 107 96 17 - 68 6 4 1 - 11 277 
MN 381 352 75 6 242 14 7 3 5 29 929 
MO,E 401 373 84 26 221 29 7 - 6 28 845 
MO,W 438 390 95 27 214 32 13 5 4 48 1,071 
NE 168 156 55 4 91 1 1 3 1 12 465 
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Table E-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Received for Supervision 


Persons Under Total Magistrate Term of Received 
Supervision Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special by 
Circuit and District Oct. 1, 1997 Received Transfers Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole Transfer 

9TH 16,502 8,231 7,123 1,391 1,092 4,245 222 108 28 37 1,108 
AK 205 176 161 45 52 62 2 - - : 15 
AZ 2,082 1,151 1,005 263 195 518 12 10 2 5 146 
CA,N 1,649 709 615 119 87 353 “31 16 3 6 94 
CA,E 1,483 939 823 91 350 333 29 11 4 5 116 
CA,C 4,951 2,024 1,773 369 60 1,220 73 40 3 8 251 
CA,S 1,530 844 703 116 58 507 11 5 3 3 141 
Hi 411 222 201 19 69 108 1 : - 21 
iD 215 132 111 26 5 71 3 3 1 21 
MT 473 248 227 81 20 120 4 2 - 21 
NV 968 467 388 76 44 249 12 5 2 - 79 
OR 898 393 352 60 6 248 24 8 - 6 41 
WA,E 346 178 132 29 3 98 2 - 46 
WA, WV 1,107 615 499 51 143 273 17 7 6 2 116 
GUAM 159 125 125 42 81 1 - 1 
NMI 25 8 8 4 - 4 - : - 

10TH 4,036 2,360 2,063 402 486 1,080 55 18 12 10 297 
co 933 551 455 86 85 254 17 6 4 3 96 
KS 576 346 311 61 55 179 10 1 3 2 35 
NM 742 376 343 75 60 197 5 4 2 33 
OK,N 407 184 156 53 11 90 2 - 28 
OK,E 176 102 73 13 6 48 5 1 29 
OK,W 558 390 365 24 192 135 9 2 3 - 25 
UT 490 307 271 72 56 129 6 5 2 1 36 
wy 154 104 89 18 21 48 1 - 1 15 

11TH 12,337 5,714 4,886 797 777 2,915 212 76 20 89 828 
AL,.N 915 410 334 75 60 187 7 1 4 76 
AL,M 413 220 192 37 54 96 2 2 1 28 
AL,S 551 268 238 42 5 165 15 5 2 4 30 
FL,N 617 354 317 42 91 158 17 1 2 6 37 
FL.M 2,912 1,316 1,107 238 62 720 39 15 7 26 209 
FL,S 3,884 1,487 1,299 210 13 932 66 43 2 33 188 
GA,N 1,726 818 639 99 103 384 40 4 - ce) 179 
GA,M 751 503 458 41 262 135 10 3 4 3 45 
GA,S 568 338 302 13 127 138 16 2 2 4 36 
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Table E-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Removed From Supervision 


Magistrate Term of Removed Persons Under 
Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special by Supervision 
Circuit and District Removed Transfers Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole Transfer Sept. 30, 1998 

9TH 8,291 7,420 1,611 1,091 4,090 319 208 26 75 871 16,442 
AK 143 130 25 41 59 5 13 238 
AZ 1,125 1,016 295 153 525 18 19 6 109 2,108 
CA,N 688 625 135 103 308 37 23 3 16 63 1,670 
CA,E 866 756 104 274 301 41 18 6 12 110 1,556 
CA,C 2,507 2,274 482 157 1,410 107 95 6 17 233 4,468 
CA,S 786 698 113 107 450 12 11 1 4 88 1,588 
Hi 186 168 26 40 93 1 6 - 2 18 447 
iD 108 90 22 7 52 4 2 1 2 18 239 
MT 240 204 93 11 93 1 3 1 2 36 481 
NV 478 408 111 66 204 17 6 4 70 957 
OR 353 321 68 11 184 42 11 5 32 938 
WA,E 148 129 27 3 91 6 1 1 19 376 
WA,W 592 538 99 118 272 24 14 7 4 54 1,130 
GUAM 66 58 10 44 4 8 218 
NMI 5 5 1 4 28 

10TH 2,247 1,990 439 455 969 63 27 14 23 257 4,149 
co 529 480 116 86 240 20 9 4 5 49 955 
KS 290 259 68 29 144 10 3 5 31 632 
NM 355 302 64 49 179 4 6 53 763 
OK,N 178 151 49 7 86 5 2 2 27 413 
OK,E 84 74 17 5 42 5 1 4 10 194 
OK,W 422 389 35 200 130 12 2 5 5 33 526 
UT 296 270 70 63 119 7 7 2 2 26 501 
WY 93 65 20 16 29 28 165 

11TH 5,662 5,055 1,118 905 2,350 371 116 29 166 607 12,389 
AL,N 426 392 120 66 167 25 4 3 7 34 899 
AL,M 205 182 40 50 86 1 1 2 2 23 428 
AL,S 251 225 69 11 118 18 3 6 26 568 
FL,N 323 281 53 81 108 31 3 5 42 648 
FL,M 1,267 1,103 311 70 574 77 28 8 35 164 2,961 
FL,S 1,466 1,329 304 15 735 125 61 2 87 137 3,905 
GA,N 864 790 146 209 342 56 9 9 19 74 1,680 
GA,M 495 442 54 248 114 17 3 3 3 53 759 
GA,S 365 311 21 155 106 21 4 2 2 54 541 
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Table E-2. 


Federal Probation System—Persons Under Supervision as of September 30, 1998 


From Courts q From institutions 
Se : _ —e epee 
Persons Magistrate Term of 
Under Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special 
Circuit and District | Supervision Probation Probation Release Parole Reloase | _ Parole Parole 

TOTAL 93,737 23,681 8,913 54,819 3,583 1,176 465 1,100 
oc 1,417 322 198 709 160 14 1 13 

1ST 2,618 711 26 1,650 118 51 8 54 
ME 274 17 6 204 14 1 4 8 
MA 1,091 276 13 743 22 21 3 13 
NH 212 49 1 152 6 3 1 
Ri 293 74 3 205 5 2 1 3 
PR 948 275 3 546 71 24 29 

2ND 8,739 2,933 413 4,907 220 113 22 131 
CT 728 259 15 417 22 6 3 6 
NY,N 645 237 22 365 11 2 4 4 
NY,E 3,801 1,430 139 2,045 85 45 7 50 
NY,S 2,506 663 148 1,501 74 52 3 65 
NY ,W 889 302 87 459 24 8 5 4 
VT 170 42 2 120 4 2 

3RD 6,315 2,143 441 3,293 244 67 24 103 
DE 215 66 27 109 8 2 1 2 
NJ 2,386 838 349 1,078 74 22 6 19 
PA.E 2,279 825 34 1,270 58 26 5 61 
PAM 475 124 19 317 6 4 2 3 
PA,W 771 236 12 438 47 13 a 17 
vi 189 54 81 51 2 1 

4TH 10,449 2,069 2,488 5,267 416 78 57 74 
MD 2,186 257 977 773 136 16 11 16 
NC.E 1,170 217 266 617 43 8 11 a 
NC,M 694 144 26 470 39 5 10 
NC,W 1,185 289 167 678 34 12 2 3 
SC 1,697 472 145 981 48 13 15 23 
VA,E 2,131 333 826 869 71 13 12 7 
VA,W 712 203 56 429 15 4 6 
WV,N 259 49 5 183 15 2 5 
WV,.S 415 105 20 267 15 5 1 2 
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Table E-2. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


From Courts From Institutions 
— ea a a — = . * ne nae 
Magistrate Term of 
Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special 
Circuit and District Total ___ Probation | __ Probation Release Parole =| Release =—s| Parole | Parole 
5TH 11,969 2,923 1,262 7,128 365 74 64 163 
LA,E 1,004 280 90 586 26 10 4 8 
LA.M 240 65 33 129 10 . 1 2 
LA.W 652 160 177 292 12 2 5 4 
MS,N 419 112 65 233 6 3 
MS,S 600 148 113 308 17 5 7 2 
TX,N 2,247 695 106 1,293 98 13 17 25 
TX,E 799 226 60 466 28 3 8 8 
TX.S 3,363 707 229 2,270 85 23 7 42 
TX.W 2,645 530 389 1,551 83 18 12 62 
6TH 8,681 1,857 649 5,695 296 75 59 50 
KY,E 600 168 6 390 27 4 3 2 
KYW 640 94 156 346 23 3 10 8 
MLE 1,988 382 150 1,349 62 23 10 12 
a MI.W 577 100 31 410 24 3 5 4 
OH,N 1,534 401 54 1,016 38 10 7 H 
OH.S 1,305 296 115 805 60 10 7 12 
TNE 812 159 61 543 33 5 2 
TN.M 475 83 72 293 17 4 6 
™N.W 750 174 4 543 12 6 2 
7TH 4,829 1,166 219 3,078 215 78 32 41 
IL,N 2,070 561 92 1,272 74 41 9 21 
iL,C 479 89 10 341 30 5 2 2 
iL,S 418 72 16 313 12 2 2 1 
IN.N 532 159 38 283 34 4 6 
IN.S 511 104 23 332 30 10 5 
WIE 570 136 28 360 26 12 2 6 
Wi.w 249 45 12 177 9 3 3 
8TH 5,540 1,423 233 3,514 217 68 34 51 
ARE 554 123 26 383 13 3 4 2 
AH.W 314 60 75 165 M 3 3 , 
1A,N 263 37 14 193 12 1 1 5 
iA.S 277 43 2 209 13 3 5 2 
MN 929 189 12 659 37 17 2 13 
MO.E 845 189 30 532 54 22 6 12 
MO,W 1,071 309 39 643 50 12 7 11 
NE 465 105 8 333 11 3 5 
ND 263 127 7 120 7 1 1 
SD 559 241 20 277 12 6 2 1 
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Table E-2. (September 30, 1998-—-Continued) 


From Courts From institutions 
Magistrate Term of 
Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special 
Circuit and District Total Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole 

9TH 16,442 4,266 1,667 9,472 572 274 65 126 

AK 238 79 54 97 7 - 1 - 
AZ 2,108 694 215 1,110 41 26 7 15 
CA,N 1,670 AW 235 843 90 43 4 25 
CA,E 1,556 260 472 714 68 25 7 10 
CA,C 4,468 1,167 194 2,806 170 92 13 26 
CA,S 1,588 321 110 1,085 32 19 7 14 
Hi 447 108 72 248 8 8 3 
iD 239 64 14 148 6 2 2 3 
MI 481 215 24 225 11 3 1 2 
NV 957 282 59 568 27 10 7 4 
OR 938 217 27 600 52 26 5 11 
WA,E 376 101 11 254 6 1 2 1 
WA,W 1,130 239 179 634 43 17 i) 9 
4 GUAM 218 77 . 125 11 2 3 

mn NMI 28 12 1 15 

10TH 4,149 1,094 475 2,332 146 40 36 26 

co 955 240 96 559 35 8 12 5 
KS 632 172 60 364 21 1 11 3 
NM 763 213 63 452 18 8 1 8 
OK,N 413 145 23 223 14 5 1 2 
OK,E 194 53 19 104 13 3 . 2 
OK,W 526 85 126 265 30 9 7 4 
UT 501 152 69 255 14 6 4 1 
wy 165 34 19 110 1 1 
11TH 12,389 2,774 842 7,574 614 244 63 278 

AL,N 899 275 81 479 37 6 7 14 
AL,M 428 108 70 233 10 3 1 3 
AL,S 568 155 7 373 20 2 2 g 
FL.N 648 99 86 409 33 7 5 9 
FL.M 2,961 726 88 1,894 111 53 19 70 
FL.S 3,905 831 24 2,531 242 150 10 117 
GA,N 1,680 387 123 1,022 103 15 4 26 
GA,M 759 109 257 338 25 5 11 14 


GA,S 541 84 106 295 33 3 4 16 
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Table E-3. 


Federal Probation System—Persons Under Supervision, by Offense, as of September 30, 1998 


General Offenses 
Auto Forgery and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezziement Fraud Theft Counterfeiting 

TOTAL 93,737 366 3,869 888 282 §,319 4,103 19,934 423 2,477 
oc 1,417 13 53 13 7 120 60 214 2 100 

1ST 2,618 5 86 22 3 106 87 547 8 43 
ME 274 2 7 2 1 14 15 53 2 2 
MA 1,091 2 49 9 54 35 265 21 
NH 212 - 8 1 . 10 3 45 5 
Ri 293 . 4 5 1 10 19 70 . 6 
PR 948 1 18 5 1 18 15 114 6 9 

2ND 8,739 16 257 42 16 481 333 2,223 73 225 
CT 728 1 34 7 2 36 36 198 2 12 
NY,N 645 1 7 10 1 49 41 114 2 4 
NY,E 3,801 9 94 12 8 220 164 1,046 53 140 
NY,S 2,506 1 69 ) 2 133 58 546 15 52 
NY,W 889 4 51 4 3 35 29 281 1 15 
VT 170 . 2 ° 8 5 38 2 

3RD 6,315 37 204 34 25 358 324 1,791 27 156 
DE 215 2 6 . 1 16 9 68 - 12 
NJ 2,386 9 52 1 10 191 143 705 14 68 
PA,E 2,279 7 72 10 5 79 104 662 8 51 
PA,M 475 - 22 2 . 35 17 143 1 4 
PA,W 771 2 40 4 1 34 45 192 4 21 
Vi 189 17 12 7 8 3 6 21 . 

4TH 10,449 25 450 110 28 674 394 1,741 54 265 
MD 2,186 4 120 26 8 141 49 277 6 25 
NC,E 1,170 5 54 17 3 116 33 166 8 25 
NC,M 694 - 72 1 5 18 28 145 2 23 
NC,W 1,185 3 55 12 2 50 46 172 16 37 
Sc 1,697 4 74 4 6 77 84 403 6 93 
VA,E 2,131 7 46 40 . 203 78 353 5 41 
VA,W 712 1 16 6 1 46 28 110 3 8 
WV,N 259 . 6 1 1 5 19 35 3 2 
WV,S 415 1 7 3 2 18 29 80 5 11 


£97 


A I ELT IE LENT TE MN ET TE EEE EE ETE EEE NESE LL LAE LNA DEEL ARETE LITO LEED E E TELE DED NEE, NEED 
Table E-3. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) 


ecial Offenses 


Weapons Liquor, 
Drug and Immigration Internal Postal 

Circuit and District Laws Firearms Traffic Other Laws Revenue Laws Other 
TOTAL 37,424 4,142 2,884 5,726 1,660 15 376 3,849 

pc 645 80 17 65 1 : 2 25 
1ST 1,417 141 3 181 41 - 8 120 

ME 143 15 . 10 . . 4 
MA 447 69 1 92 7 6 34 
NH 104 14 1 15 . . 6 
Ri 120 17 . 22 3 2 14 
PA 603 26 1 42 31 58 
2ND 3,439 396 14 724 100 - 40 360 

CT 232 56 3 59 . 4 46 
NY,N 320 20 2 45 7 2 20 
NY,E 1,254 178 5 357 55 16 190 
NY,S 1,230 81 2 192 26 15 75 
NY,W 319 44 2 66 10 3 22 
VT 84 17 . 5 2 7 
3RD 2,306 256 39 472 46 1 32 207 

DE 62 14 5 7 3 . 2 8 
NJ 708 63 21 261 28 1 16 85 
PAE 1,031 79 5 95 3 10 58 
PA.M 138 44 5 42 1 21 
PA,W 317 32 3 46 . 3 27 
vi 50 24 21 12 8 
4TH 3,984 504 1,230 554 46 6 21 363 

MD 690 64 547 131 17 1 “ 72 
NC,E 504 41 91 60 5 1 41 
NC,M 305 23 12 24 7 . 19 
NC,W 581 49 36 69 1 1 55 
sc 686 97 12 93 3 3 52 
VA.E 586 97 506 102 12 . 5 50 
VA,W 324 71 23 32 1 5 3 34 
WV,N 137 11 1 21 17 
WV,.S 171 41 2 22 23 
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Table E-3. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


General Offenses 
Auto Forgery and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezziement Fraud Theft Counterfeiting 
STH 11,969 28 241 63 17 692 413 2,354 45 271 
LAE 1 004 6 57 b . 55 29 221 2 17 
LA.M 240 . 4 - 9 18 70 . 1 
LA.W 652 1 12 7 2 82 27 171 6 21 
MS,.N 419 1 9 6 4 24 15 80 3 15 
MS,S 600 5 14 6 1 26 34 116 1 15 
TX,N 2,247 7 58 10 6 231 127 629 17 80 
™,E 7 . 15 2 - 33 34 224 7 23 
TX,S 3,363 A 37 10 3 74 69 482 6 61 
TX,W 2,645 4 35 14 1 158 60 361 3 38 
6TH 8,601 21 374 48 21 522 530 1,795 42 230 
KY,E 600 2 26 . 2 27 31 93 7 22 
KY,W 640 4 26 10 . 86 61 95 1 24 
MI,E 1,988 2 83 11 3 60 85 424 5 57 
MI,.W 577 3 16 2 3 35 53 115 ? 4 
OH,N 1,534 3 75 3 1 90 142 422 5 37 
OH,S 1,305 1 78 2 2 86 75 276 4 33 
~ TNE 812 2 25 8 8 38 41 113 5 12 
@ ™N,M 475 3 27 a . 63 19 78 7 12 
™NW 750 1 18 4 2 37 23 179 2 25 
7TH 4,829 12 230 31 12 290 298 1,210 36 106 
IL,N 2,070 5 99 13 3 14 
IL,C 479 1 20 2 2 
iL,S 418 1 2 3 
IN,N 532 2 15 5 
INS 511 2 31 4 7 
WIE 570 1. 53 1 
WI.w 249 . 10 3 
8TH 5,540 46 235 159 67 
AR.E 54 . 24 2 2 
AR.W 714 1 7 4 2 
1A,N 263 6 1 . 
iA.S 277 14 1 . 
MN 929 « 74 12 6 
MO,E 845 2 36 9 . 
MO,W 1,071 1 50 9 1 
NE 465 1 13 6 . 
ND 263 16 6 34 17 
sD 559 17 5 81 39 


Table E-3. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


General Offenses (Continued) Special Offenses 
Weapons Liquor, 
Drug and immigration Internal Postal 

Circuit and District Laws Firearms Traffic Other Laws Revenue Laws Other 

5TH 5,079 426 309 592 686 4 25 724 

LA,E 371 35 4 55 3 - 3 138 
LA,M 68 9 - 17 5 39 
LA,W 133 23 59 34 3 1 70 
MS,N 151 16 42 17 1 - 1 34 
MS,S 196 33 43 68 - 1 3 38 
TX,N 676 96 4 117 111 2 2 74 
TX,E 267 50 5 54 33 1 . 51 
TX,S 1,873 69 11 145 390 - 4 125 
TX,W 1,344 95 141 85 145 - 6 155 
6TH 3,534 555 175 483 21 - 38 292 

KY,E 288 38 1 32 2 : 2 27 
KY,W 194 25 61 37 2 . 14 
S Mi,E 937 165 78 5 - 7 57 
a MI,.W 246 33 - 36 4 . 5 16 
OH,N 470 106 5 116 2 - 17 40 
OH,S 516 48 53 72 2 - 4 49 
TNE 381 72 17 43 - 2 45 
TN.M 157 19 26 34 - 1 21 
TN.W 345 49 3 35 4 - : 23 
7TH 1,788 216 20 318 34 - 62 166 

IL,N 680 63 4 160 19 49 62 
iL,C 218 31 1 21 1 - 2 16 
iL,S 244 42 2 14 3 - 1 23 
IN.N 181 23 1 47 6 - 4 28 
IN,S 155 25 8 44 2 . 2 11 
WIE 221 21 3 24 3 - 4 16 
Wwi.w 89 11 1 8 - 10 
8TH 2,268 298 60 422 29 - 11 189 

ARE 241 22 6 24 6 - 40 
AR,W 89 15 41 28 4 23 
1A,N 155 11 - 7 8 3 
iA,S 138 10 2 19 2 - - 11 
MN 392 45 1 54 1 - 1 15 
MO,E 343 68 6 48 1 - 7 30 
MO,W 527 41 1 71 . - 1 30 
NE 246 28 20 3 1 10 
ND 51 22 1 30 1 - 1 
SD 86 36 2 121 3 - 16 
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Table E-3. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


General Offenses 
Auto Forgery and 
Circuit and District Total Homicide Robbery | Assault | Burglary | Larceny | Embezziement _ Fraud Theft =| Counterfeiting 

9TH 16,442 95 1,103 223 42 895 787 3,536 35 436 
AK 238 12 6 2 32 18 46 1 
AZ 2,108 50 75 60 8 93 65 322 4 24 
CA,N 1,670 3 123 17 1 101 109 420 9 54 
CAE 1,556 2 101 16 3 98 97 220 2 21 
CA,C 4,468 10 349 25 2 223 120 1,237 7 237 
CAS 1,588 3 93 8 62 44 247 2 22 
HI 447 2 24 1 8 42 26 98 5 7 
ID 239 3 "1 5 5 23 8 54 3 
MT 481 8 5 35 11 48 23 60 2 
NV 957 3 79 10 30 38 380 3 15 
OR 938 5 137 6 1 59 80 133 3 8 
WA,C 376 2 1 5 1 14 29 36 4 
WA,Ww 1,130 4 77 18 44 118 240 28 
GUAM 218 6 1 24 10 38 10 
NMI 28 2 2 5 

10TH 4,149 43 185 81 22 287 208 755 21 113 
co 955 6 56 15 5 60 35 171 31 
KS 632 4 4 3 2 43 33 136 7 28 
NM 763 24 28 33 9 26 21 54 3 7 
OK,N 413 3 31 6 26 29 113 6 23 
OK,E 194 1 5 1 1 9 9 45 4 9 
OK,W 526 2 15 5 72 42 93 1 12 
UT 501 3 23 13 2 36 26 118 3 
wy 165 1 5 15 13 25 

11TH 12,389 25 451 62 22 675 435 2,624 51 402 
AL,N 899 38 4 4 99 35 178 4 55 
AL,M 428 11 4 2 59 23 63 3 21 
AL,S 568 1 18 6 22 20 117 4 18 
FL,N 648 22 5 55 3% 107 2 7 
FL.M 2,961 7 125 11 4 106 91 686 6 109 
FL,S 3,905 9 95 12 3 97 105 889 15 96 
GA,N 1,680 3 85 8 5 89 72 411 1 78 
GA,M 759 5 30 7 2 101 34 106 5 5 
GA,S 541 27 5 2 47 24 67 1 13 
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Table E-3. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
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General Offenses (Continued) Special Offenses 
= a — 
Weapons Liquor, 
Drug and immigration internal Postal 
Circuit and District Laws Firearms Traffic Other Laws Revenue i Laws Other 
9TH 5,912 585 469 942 547 1 96 738 
AK 57 7 7 12 10 2 25 
AZ 858 97 77 180 93 5 97 
CA,N 511 50 28 137 26 14 67 
| CAE 497 45 220 101 25 8 100 
CAC 1,508 107 44 186 210 45 158 
CAS 830 32 7 39 125 7 67 
HI 158 11 22 6 1 { 22 
iD 72 14 3 13 1 1 23 
MT 165 29 3 75 4 13 
NV 257 24 27 54 9 2 26 
OR 366 61 5 25 4 : 4 41 
WA.E 177 46 21 2 28 
- WA,W 378 41 45 61 3 , 7 66 
“ GUAM 64 19 , 13 29 : , 4 
NMI 14 2 2 : , 1 
10TH 1,409 262 155 366 48 . 19 175 
co 376 51 38 65 5 3 38 
KS 193 55 35 46 2 1 18 
NM 339 44 19 78 30 4 44 
OK,N 88 21 3 44 1 2 17 
OK,E 58 14 2 19 ; 17 
OK,W 147 21 48 41 7 : { 16 
UT 148 39 H 54 3 , 7 18 
WY 60 17 2 19 : 1 7 
11TH 5,643 423 393 607 61 3 22 490 
AL.N 309 39 39 62 3 , 1 29 
AL,M 172 10 23 24 , : , 13 
AL,S 259 35 2 35 1 ; 30 
FL.N 305 26 45 30 , , 1 12 
FL.M 1,415 103 28 140 9 1 7 113 
FL.S 2,105 95 6 165 23 4 182 
GA.N 649 68 20 93 23 2 3 60 
GA.M 204 30 175 36 2 1 16 
GA.S 225 17 55 22 { 35 


Table E-4. 


Federal Probation System—Probationers Received From Judges for Supervision, by Length of Term, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Term of Supervision (in Months) 
——s _ =. nt en san S 
60 Average Percent to be 
Total or Term Supervised 
Circuit and District Probation 1-6 7-11 12 13-23 24 25 - 35 36 37 - 59 More (Mos.) 2 Years or More 
TOTAL 7,963 53 9 669 79 1,375 59 3,006 503 2,210 38 69.8 
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Table E-4. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Term of Supervision (in Months) 


60 Average Percent to be 
Total or Term Supervised 
Circuit and District Probation 1-6 7-11 12 13 - 23 24 25 - 35 36 37 - 59 More (Mos.) 2 Years or More 

5TH 951 . . 35 3 98 2 363 64 386 aa 96.0 
LAE 115 4 - 17 . 44 5 45 43 96.5 
LA.M 35 1 - 8 . 16 4 6 38 97.1 
LA,W 52 6 1 8 1 17 3 16 39 86.5 
MS,N 31 . . 9 3 19 51 100.0 
MS,S 58 . . 14 22 7 15 40 100.0 
TX,N 175 5 1 1 . 51 9 98 48 96.6 
TXE 58 1 8 1 26 1 21 42 98.3 
TX,S 194 i) 1 7 97 13 67 43 94.8 
TX,W 233 9 25 81 19 99 45 96.1 

6TH 755 6 . 132 3 236 6 252 31 89 31 61.3 
KY,E 94 . 8 30 38 1 17 34 91.5 
KYW 38 1 12 . 7 10 1 7 30 65.8 
Mi,E 146 2 22 2 54 48 5 13 29 82.2 
Mi,W 27 3 - 11 - 10 - 3 31 88.9 
OH,N 189 48 67 1 47 7 19 28 74.6 
OH,S 121 . 16 37 2 44 8 14 32 86.8 
TNE 40 1 2 6 - 21 3 7 37 92.5 
TN.M. 18 . . . 5 1 7 . § 39 100.0 
T™N.W 82 2 21 1 19 2 27 6 4 28 70.7 

7TH 349 5 - 23 5 80 1 145 19 71 36 90.5 
IL,N 132 2 5 3 34 46 10 32 37 92.4 
iL,C 35 1 3 : 8 17 6 34 88 6 
iL,S 17 - . - 6 8 - 3 36 100.0 
IN.N 72 9 1 22 - 36 3 1 29 86.1 
IN,S 37 - 4 . 5 1 14 1 12 39 89.2 
WIE 47 1 2 1 5 19 5 14 41 91.£ 
Wi.w 9 1 5 3 40 88.) 

8TH 617 3 1 38 10 99 13 254 69 130 38 91.6 
AR,E 64 4 1 3 2 46 4 4 35 92.2 
AR,W 15 1 5 . 6 2 1 33 93.3 
1A,N 21 4 7 1 5 4 31 81.0 
1A,S 26 . 3 . 4 : 16 . 3 34 88.5 
MN 54 1 - 4 2 13 2 16 5 1 35 87.0 
MO,E 91 1 1 1 21 1 52 3 11 35 96.7 
MO,.W 113 4 9 1 45 20 34 43 § 
NE 42 - 4 - 6 - 9 1 22 44 90.5 
ND 62 1 7 3 15 § 21 4 6 31 82.3 
SD 129 6 4 16 1 38 30 34 41 92.2 
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Table E-4. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Term of Supervision (in Months) 
60 Average Percent to be 
Total or Term Supervised 
Circuit and District Probation 1-6 7-11 12 13 - 23 24 25-35 36 37 - 59 More (Mos.) 2 Years or More 
9TH 1,327 y 2 115 17 157 14 557 60 396 39 89.2 
AK 48 1 . 8 1 10 17 1 10 33 79.2 
AZ 236 - . 12 5 16 3 79 19 102 44 92.8 
CA,N 115 1 . 5 1 10 68 5 25 39 93.9 
CA,E 90 . 1 9 3 . 2 34 2 39 43 85.6 
CA,C 319 . 1 32 3 60 3 156 6 58 35 88.7 
CA,S 144 - : 5 ° 11 2 77 15 34 40 96.5 
HI 20 . . 2 - 2 . 8 2 6 40 90.0 
iD 22 - . 4 1 3 . 6 1 7 37 77.3 
MT 77 2 7 11 2 29 3 23 38 88.3 
NV 72 1 1 2 1 30 5 32 46 97.2 
OR 62 4 9 . 4 . 15 . 30 41 79.0 
WA,E 30 - - 7 1 11 1 6 - 4 28 73.3 
WA,W 46 : - 3 1 6 - 17 1 18 41 91.3 
GUAM 42 - . 11 - 11 - 12 - 8 31 73.8 
. NMI 4 - . 1 3 . . 30 75.0 
10TH 398 1 : 29 3 66 5 145 29 120 40 91.7 
CO 82 1 . 7 . 1 . 22 2 49 48 90.2 
KS 58 . . 2 . 18 . 25 4 9 36 96.6 
NM 76 - . 11 . 15 5 26 6 13 35 85.5 
OK,N 53 . . . 1 5 . 18 6 23 46 98.1 
O*K-.E 14 - - 3 1 4 - 3 1 2 30 71.4 
OK,W 21 - - - . 4 . 11 1 5 40 100.0 
UT 76 - . 3 1 17 . 31 8 16 38 94.7 
WY 18 - . 3 . 2 . 9 1 3 35 83.3 
11TH 796 10 2 67 12 141 4 287 54 218 38 88.6 
AL,N 76 2 . 8 . 10 2 40 4 10 34 86.8 
AL,M 48 - . 2 1 6 . 16 3 20 43 93.8 
AL,S 46 - . 2 . 1 . 19 2 22 46 95.7 
FL,N 50 - - 4 : : - 15 3 24 45 92.0 
FL,M 232 3 22 1 65 - 72 20 49 35 88.8 
FL,S 193 2 2 19 9 43 2 67 14 35 34 83.4 
GA,N 97 2 2 10 . 35 8 40 44 95.9 
GA,M 40 1 5 - 2 20 - 12 38 85.0 
3 1 - . 3 - 7 40 71.4 


GA,S 14 » 


NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS. 


Table E-7. 
Federal Probation System—Persons Removed From Supervision 
Without Violation and With Violation, by Type, During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


No Violation 
Early Termination Term Expired Other' 
Total 
Type of Supervision Removed Totai Percent Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent 
TOTAL 36,000 26,401 73.3 3,668 10.2 22,019 61.2 714 2.0 
FROM COURTS 
JUDGE PROBATION 8,443 7,281 86.2 983 11.6 6,227 73.8 71 0.8 
U.S. MAGISTRATE 
- JUDGE PROBATION 6,527 5,218: 79.9 590 9.0 4,594 70.4 34 0.5 
or 
FROM INSTITUTIONS 
FEDERAL PAROLE 1,631 843 51.7 383 23.5 432 26.5 28 1.7 
MANDATORY RELEASE 644 446 69.3 73 11.3 346 53.7 27 4.2 
MILITARY PAROLE 199 149 749 7 3.5 142 71.4 0 0.0 
SPECIAL PAROLE TERM 599 441 73.6 170 28.4 260 43.4 11 1.8 
TERM OF SUPERVISED RELEASE 17,957 12,022 67.0 1,462 8.1 10.018 55.8 543 3.0 
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Table E-7. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Technical Violation? 


———— $$ 
ett Le 
— Type of Supervision _ ___ rota! Percent | 
TOTAL 9,599 26.7 
FROM COURTS 
JUDGE PROBATION 1,162 13.8 
U.S. MAGISTRATE 
JUDGE PROBATION 1,909 20.1 
FROM INSTITUTIONS 
FEDERAL PAROLE 788 48.3 
MANDATORY RELEASE 198 30.7 
MILITARY PAROLE 50 25.1 
SPECIAL PAROLE TERM 158 26.4 
TERM OF SUPERVISED RELEASE 5,934 33.0 


Total Percent | 

6,233 17.3 623 

789 9.3 60 

683 13.5 182 

§25 32.2 40 

134 20.8 11 

28 14.1 4 

114 19.0 6 

3,760 20.9 320 


0.7 


25 


1.7 


2.0 


1.0 


1.8 


313 


244 


223 


1,854 


3.7 


3.7 


13.7 


8.2 


9.0 


6.3 


10.3 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS, RE-RELEASES, AND DECEASED PERSONS 


‘ DEPORTED, RELEASED TO MILITARY, HOSPITALIZED, RELEASED FROM SUPERVISION DURING APPEAL, AND OTHER REASONS FOR REMOVAL NOT CONSTITUTING VIOLATIONS OR NEW OFFENSES 


* VIOLATIONS OF THE CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION OTHER THAN CONVICTIONS FOR NEW OFFENSES 
* CONVICTIONS FOR OFFENSES SUCH AS DRUNK DRIVING, DISORDERLY CONDUCT, PETTY THEFT, TRAFFIC VIOLATION, ETC FOR WHICH SENTENCE IS 90 DAYS OR LESS IMPRISONMENT, ONE YEAR OR LESS 


PROBATION, OR A FINE 


* INVOLVEMENT IN OR CONVICTION OF NEW MAJOR OFFENSES, INCLUDING ABSCONDED FROM CUSTODY, ARRESTED ON ANOTHER CHARGE, OR CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TO MORE THAN 90 DAYS 


IMPRISONMENT OR MORE THAN ONE YEAR PROBATION 
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Table F. 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts—Bankruptcy Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Tweive-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1997 and 1998 
inal os ae — = 
br NESE ncn <a — —_o ~+ - — —————— 4 - ee — 
Percent Percent Percent 
Circuit and District 1007 1906 Change 1907 1906 Change 1907" 1906 Change 
TOTAL 1,367 364 1,436,064 5.1 1,223,067 1,377,206 12.5 1,326,136 1,305 604 4.5 
oc 2,413 2,062 18.2 2,106 2,402 16.4 1,078 2,338 16.2 
1sT 51,414 65,155 73 43,505 62,676 21.5 51,461 53,760 4.4 
Mt 3,990 4,511 13.1 3,514 4,539 29.2 3,120 3,092 0.9 
MA 23,401 22,140 5.4 19,626 24,150 23.1 17,465 15,455 “11.5 
NH 4,586 4,986 87 4,161 6,521 56.7 4,378 2,843 35.1 
Ri 5,273 5,446 33 5,157 6,352 3.8 2,561 2,655 37 
PR 14,164 18,072 276 11,047 12,314 11.5 23,957 29,715 24.0 
2ND 87,667 93,393 6.5 62,655 94,720 14.6 77,161 75,864 “1.7 
nN cT 13,160 13,8676 5.4 12,688 14,122 11.3 9,042 8,796 27 
3 NY.N 15,837 16,571 46 12,664 16,832 32.9 15,768 15,507 AT 
NY.E 28,535 31,047 8.8 29,476 33,297 13.0 24,590 22,340 9.2 
NY.S 15,693 16,639 6.0 14,939 16,778 12.3 13,321 13,182 “11 
NY,W 12,620 13,322 5.6 11,405 11,766 32 13,366 14,922 11.6 
vT 1,812 1,938 7.0 1,483 1,925 29.8 1,094 1,107 1.2 
3RD 84,377 04,164 11.6 69,673 90,306 29.6 76,258 62,136 5.0 
DE 2,545 2,841 11.6 1,700 1,845 8.5 4,867 5,863 20.5 
NJ 40,872 45,347 10.9 32,149 43,641 35.7 40,201 41,907 42 
PAE 20,873 22,822 9.3 17,976 21,630 20.3 17,992 19,184 6.6 
PAM 8,968 10,607 18.3 7,671 11,034 43.8 7,814 7,387 -5.5 
PAW 11,050 12,496 13.1 10,108 12,079 19.5 7,229 7,646 58 
vi 69 71 2.9 69 77 11.6 155 149 3.9 
4TH 117,638 125,640 6.8 100,747 113,659 12.8 115,036 127,017 10.4 
MD 30,508 35,023 14.8 26,101 32,039 22.8 25,517 28,501 11.7 
NC.E 9,577 10,593 10.6 8,394 9,015 7.4 11,976 13,554 13.2 
NC.M 9,025 9,163 1.5 6,325 7,517 188 15,394 17,040 10.7 
NC.W 7 069 7,101 0.5 6,068 6,249 3.0 12,377 13,229 6.9 
Sc 11,076 11,451 34 9,569 9,895 34 13,185 14,741 11.8 
VALE 31,223 32,391 3.7 27,382 29,706 8.5 23,002 25,687 11.7 
VA.W 11,032 11,094 0.6 10,000 10,651 6.5 8,115 8,558 5.5 
WV.N 3,279 3,586 9.4 3,107 3,479 12.0 1,525 1,632 7.0 
Wwv.S 4,849 5,238 8.0 3,801 5,108 44 3,945 4,075 3.3 
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Table F. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
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Filings 
a 
Percent 

Circult and District 1907 1996 Change 1007 

STH 113,133 113,005 0.7 03,661 
LAE 7,302 7,069 44 6,392 
LA.M 2,882 2,896 05 2,770 
LAW 12,830 13,002 13 9,163 
MS.N 6,410 6,342 ‘A 5,240 
MS.S 12,515 12,576 0.5 10,239 
TX.N 24,740 25,093 14 19,748 
TX.€ 9,572 9,872 31 7,783 
™x,S 19,205 19,260 0.3 17,623 
TX.w 17,587 17,795 12 14,923 

6TH 164,469 171,563 43 148,166 
KY.E 9.425 9,627 2.1 8,805 
KYW 11,763 12,655 76 11,314 
MLE 26,163 28,628 94 22,981 
MILW 11,720 12,615 76 9,897 
OH,N 25.329 27,677 93 22,056 
On,.S 26,947 28,325 §.1 25,960 
TNE 16,320 16,122 1.2 13,657 
™N.M 12,599 12,437 13 12,743 
TN.W 24,223 23,477 31 20,753 

7TH 116,540 123,634 6.1 104,882 
1L,N 43,237 45.170 45 39,322 
iL.C 12,347 12,766 34 10,827 
iL.s 6,783 7,401 91 6,179 
IN.N 13,037 14,409 10.5 11,051 
IN'S 22,475 24,485 89 19,958 
WILE 12,464 12,996 43 11,355 
wiw 6,197 6,407 34 6,190 

6TH 60,428 84,054 45 71,206 
AR.E 9,808 10,535 74 7,546 
AR.W 5,452 6,251 14.7 4,503 
1A.N 3,950 3,896 14 3,514 
IA.S 5,839 5,713 2.2 5 446 
MN 20,248 19,172 ‘53 18.497 
MO.E 14,380 16,021 114 12,877 
MO_.W 10,774 11,847 10.0 9,562 
NE 5,835 6,159 56 5.681 
ND 1,895 2,157 13.8 1,725 
SO 2,247 2,303 2.5 1,855 


1907" 


147,755 
8,000 
3,479 
19,048 

7,231 
13,163 
32,784 
13,431 
27,143 
23,476 


169,867 
10,450 
8,618 
24,701 
11,780 
23,196 
30,281 
24,766 
18,994 
37,081 


69,414 
35,883 
7,572 
§,172 
10,599 
16,529 
9,376 
4,283 


73,652 
13,435 
5,586 
2,528 
3,466 
20.851 
13,450 
7,140 
4.478 
1,002 
1,716 


167,336 
7,886 
3,460 
21,835 

8,044 
14,445 
34 666 
15,075 
27,117 
24,808 


196,097 
10,775 
9,367 
26.666 
12.862 
25.275 
28,105 
24,413 
19.503 
39,131 


95,692 
38,290 
7,981 
5,793 
10,934 
18,362 
9,812 
4,520 


77,674 
14,291 
6,232 
2,534 
3,454 
20.359 
15.282 
7,965 
4,764 
1,132 
1,661 


14.6 
112 


122 


12.0 


1.1 


11.6 


13.6 
11.6 


13.0 
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Table F. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Percent | Percent | Percent 
Circuit and District 1907 1906 Change 1907 1996 Change 1997" 1998 Change 
———EEEE ———=— rr ———==—====— 

oTH 309,150 321,478 4.0 296,526 320,566 6.1 230,386 231,208 0.4 
AK 1,361 1,466 7.7 1,300 1,282 14 1411 1,595 13.0 
AZ 24.534 24,163 “1.5 20,622 23,614 145 25.288 25.837 22 
CA.N 34 559 34,279 08 37,030 33,532 ‘9.5 30.510 31,257 24 
CAE 36,080 38,468 66 34,483 39,028 13.2 25,365 24,805 22 
CAC 115,686 120,548 42 112,335 125,086 114 65,177 60.639 7.0 
CAS 19,159 19,027 0.7 20,096 19,142 48 16.325 16,210 0.7 
HI 4,161 §,522 32.7 3,602 4,716 309 2.359 3,165 M2 
iD 6.604 7,545 142 5,601 6,319 128 7,145 8,371 17.2 
Mi 3,379 3,777 118 2,781 3,354 20 6 2.740 3,163 154 
NV 12,896 15,221 18.0 9,820 12,683 29.2 14,327 16,865 17.7 
OR 18,044 17,881 09 18.585 18,631 02 16,613 15,063 48 
WA.E 6.898 7,562 96 5,987 7,275 215 4,897 5.184 59 
Wwa.w 25,674 25,902 0.9 24,190 25,807 67 18,906 19,001 0.5 
GUAM 111 108 27 84 96 143 109 121 11.0 
NMI 4 4 125.0 12 1 917 14 22 57.1 

10TH 74,164 77,652 47 66.698 73,342 10.0 68,288 72,598 6.3 
co 18,722 18,480 13 17,054 19,186 12.5 14,553 13,847 49 
KS 12,656 13,190 26 10,921 12,668 16.0 14.877 15,399 3.5 
NM 7,259 7,851 82 6.003 6,819 136 6.263 7,295 16.5 
OK.N 5,955 5.464 83 7,744 5,176 332 5.026 5.314 5.7 
OK.E 3,231 3,797 17.5 2,954 3,703 254 1,988 2,082 47 
OK,W 12,645 12,862 1.7 10,602 12,572 186 12,087 12,377 24 
UT 11,442 13,854 21.1 9 465 11,536 219 11,745 14,063 19.7 
wy 2.054 2,154 49 1,955 1,682 -140 1.749 2.221 27.0 

11TH 165,961 173,454 45 143,921 162,200 12.7 202,840 214,094 5.5 
AL.N 22,518 21,642 39 21,629 21,961 15 37 802 37,483 09 
AL.M 6.634 6.697 0.9 6,357 6.298 09 10,555 10.954 38 
AL.S 4,822 4,770 -1.1 4,375 4,275 23 7,154 7,649 69 
FL.N 4,563 5,287 15.9 3.496 4,788 37.0 3,932 4431 12.7 
FL.M 41.253 44,33 75 33,319 42,532 277 36.259 38.090 5.0 
FL.S 24,867 28,476 145 20,469 25,104 226 18.563 21,935 182 
GA.N 34,257 34,606 1.0 23,089 33,733 19 42,509 43,382 21 
GA.M 14,782 14,955 1.2 11,679 13,605 16.5 24.190 25.540 56 
GA.S 12,265 12,658 32 9,508 9,904 42 21,876 24,630 126 
* REVISED 
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Table F-2. 


U.S. Bankruptcy Courts—Business and Nonbusiness Cases Commenced, by Chapter of the Bankruptcy Code, 


During the Tweilve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Mor. Non- Non- 
Circuit Total Total Total Totei Total Business Business Business Business Total business | business business 
and Total Chapter Chapte’ Chapter Chapter | Business| Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Nonbusiness Chapter Chapter Chapter 
District Filings | 7 "1 12 13 Fitengs 7 "1 12 i 3 Fitngs 7 1 13 

TOTAL 1,436,964 1,026,134 8,765 679 401,151 47,125 29,229 | 684 679 9.098 1,389,839 996 905 681 392,053 

oc 2,052 1,928 55 . Boy 65 2b 47 . 10 2,767 1,900 8 659 
1ST 56,155 36 460 384 3 16,307 1,755 1,231 357 3 163 $3,400 37,229 27 16,144 

Me 4,511 4,118 18 2 373 247 171 18 2 56 4 264 3,947 . 317 
Me 22,140 19,011 235 1 2.892 806 495 233 1 78 21,332 18,516 2 2.814 
NH 4 986 4.641 32 313 414 366 31 17 4,572 4.275 1 296 
RI 5.446 5,162 16 268 145 119 15 1 5.301 5.043 1 257 
PR 18,072 5,528 83 12.461 141 80 60 1 17,931 5.448 23 12,460 
2ND 93,393 77,998 994 aa 14,343 2,775 7 4ay 876 “4 352 90,618 76,509 118 13,991 

cT 13,876 12,346 108 2 1,419 178 89 83 2 3 13.698 12.257 25 1.416 
NY.N 16,571 14,124 61 18 2.368 596 395 56 18 127 15.975 13,729 5 2.241 
NY.E 31,047 25,332 ed 5,410 509 235 262 1 W538 25,097 42 5,399 
NY.S 16,639 14.465 437 1 1,724 651 227 396 1 15 15.988 14.238 41 1,709 
NY .W 13,322 9,971 69 11 3,271 740 485 te 11 180 12,582 9 486 5 3,091 
vT 1,938 1,760 15 12 151 101 SR 15 12 16 1,837 1,702 135 
3R0 94 184 68,197 1,212 23 24,751 3,008 1,574 1,077 23 333 91,176 66,623 135 24,418 

DE 2.841 1,763 329 . 749 337 11 326 . . 2.504 1,752 3 749 
NJ 45,347 31.878 493 3 12,972 916 490 412 3 10 44431 31,388 81 12,962 
PAE 22,822 14.393 175 6 8.248 420 231 152 6 31 22,402 14.162 23 8.217 
PAM 10,607 9,036 71 B 1,492 858 527 66 8 257 9,749 8.509 5 1.235 
PAW 12.496 11,068 141 6 1.281 467 308 118 6 35 12,029 10.760 23 1.246 
vi 71 59 3 4 10 7 3 61 52 9 
4TH 125,640 64,122 702 a 40,775 3,062 2,447 635 41 739 121,778 81,675 67 40.03% 

MD 35,023 25.639 227 5 9,152 1,398 925 209 5 259 33,625 24.714 18 8.893 
NC.E 10,593 4.963 43 13 5,574 362 162 43 13 144 10.231 4.801 5.430 
NC.M 9.163 2.863 28 2 6.270 183 142 27 2 iz 8.980 2.721 1 6.258 
NC.W 7,101 3.238 37 1 3.825 77 37 37 1 2 7,024 3.201 3,823 
SC 11,451 6.158 59 11 5.223 276 138 50 11 77 11,175 6.020 9 5.146 
VAE 32,391 23,794 205 4 8.388 613 340 170 4 99 31,778 23,454 35 8.289 
VA.W 11,094 9.172 of 4 1.864 590 438 51 4 97 10,504 8.734 3 1,767 
WV.N 3,586 3,381 22 1 182 198 150 22 1 25 3.388 3.231 157 
wv.s 5.238 4,914 27 297 165 115 26 24 5,073 4.799 1 273 
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Table F-2. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Non- Moe Mon. 
Circesit Total Total Total Total Yotai Business Business Business Business Total busmess business business 
eS) Tota Chapter Chapter | Chapter Chapter Gusiness| Chapter Chapter Chapter Chapter WNonbusiness Chapter Chapter Chapter 

Déestrict Fittings 7 " 12 13 Fiengs 7 1 12 | %3 F henge 7 1 13 

STH 113,905 63,178 800 122 49.804 3,756 1,949 727 122 957 110,148 61,2279 73 48 847 
LAE 7,069 4,744 65 5 2.255 135 71 6 5 3 6.444 4,673 7 2.252 
LAM 2.896 1,982 23 891 47 25 20 . 2 2 849 1,957 3 889 
LAW 13,002 5,798 43 23 7.138 400 233 42 23 132 12.572 5.565 1 7,006 
MS_N 6,342 3.854 37 14 2,437 148 72 37 14 25 6.194 3.782 2.412 
MS.S 12.576 7348 37 4 5,187 139 26 32 4 s 12.437 7.250 5 5,182 
TXN 25,093 13,106 220 49 19.717 1,293 665 206 49 372 23,800 12.441 14 11,345 
TKE 9.872 4,795 47 8 5,022 379 174 43 8 154 9.493 4.621 é 4 B68 
TKS 19,260 11,408 196 8 7648 667 315 170 8 174 18.593 11,083 26 7474 
Tw 17,795 10.143 132 11 7.509 518 29° 121 11 90 17.277 9 847 11 7,419 
6TH 171,563 115,151 603 85 55,724 3,165 1,667 557 as 656 168.396 113,284 4 55,068 
KY.E 9.627 8.330 22 5 1.270 210 147 21 5 37 9,417 8.183 1 1,233 
KY.w 12,655 10,132 “4 12 2.467 178 97 44 12 25 12.477 10,035 2.442 
MLE 28.628 21,310 143 8 7,167 39° 221 137 s 25 28.237 21,089 6 7,142 
Mi Ww 12,615 9.542 55 16 3,002 404 252 50 16 86 12.211 9 290 5 2.916 
OHLN 27 677 22.780 56 i) 4 B32 558 392 55 9 102 27,119 22.388 1 47 
OWLS 28.325 21,413 80 1 6.821 488 313 73 11 91 27 837 21,100 7 6.730 
TE 16,122 8.611 44 9 7 458 377 175 4s 9 149 15,745 8436 - 7323 
™M 12,437 6.860 110 1 5.456 333 161 $0 11 71 12.104 6 639 20 5.385 
TW 23,477 6,173 49 4 17.251 226 109 43 4 70 23,251 6 06 6 17,181 
7T 173,634 96.869 471 o4 24,199 3,315 2,394 esa 94 372 120,312 96,475 17 23,827 
iN 45,170 32 886 225 3 12.056 730 485 217 3 25 46 447 32,401 8 12,031 
Lc 12.766 11,076 33 21 1,636 132 72 32 21 7 12.634 11,004 1 1,629 
is 7,401 5.666 23 € 1,706 699 507 23 6 163 6.702 § 159 1,543 
tN 14.409 12,443 41 16 1.909 200 125 Mw 16 21 14.209 12.318 3 1 888 
N.S 24 485 20.017 73 10 4.384 415 282 71 10 51 24.070 19.735 2 4.333 
WLE 12.996 10,350 23 8 2.015 289 225 23 8 33 12.707 10.725 1 962 
wiw 6.407 5.831 53 30 493 850 698 sO Ko) 72 5.557 5.133 3 421 
STH 84.054 63,671 226 192 19 964 3.898 2.724 192 773 00,156 60,947 18 19,191 
ARLE 10,535 5.639 31 9 4656 253 128 27 9 89 10.282 5.711 4 4.567 
AR.W 6,251 4438 18 6 1,789 219 120 15 6 78 6.032 4318 3 1.711 
IAN 3,896 3.760 12 6 118 198 163 10 6 ig 3.698 3.587 2 99 
IAS 5,713 5.216 14 2 481 114 3 12 2 6 5.599 5.122 2 475 
wy 19,172 14 689 44 26 4,413 2.152 1.641 44 26 441 17,020 13,048 3,972 
MO.E 16,021 10.249 31 5 5,736 260 185 23 5 41 15,761 10.064 2 5.695 
MO.W 11,847 10.098 ae 9 1.633 247 156 42 9 39 11,600 9942 4 1,654 
NE 6.159 5.206 17 53 883 178 93 16 53 17 5,980 5.113 1 866 
NOD 2.157 2.039 3 39 76 i] 48 3 39 8 2.059 1.991 68 
so 2.303 2.137 10 37 119 178 so] 10 37 35 2.125 2.041 - 84 
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Table F-8. 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts—Adversary Proceedings Commenced, 
Terminated, and Pending Under the Bankruptcy Code 
During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 
Pending Pending 
_Circuitand District | | Oct.1,1997 | ~~ Filed Terminated | Sept. 30,1996 — 
TOTAL 78,573 66,588 78,932 86,229 
oc 126 101 17 110 
1ST 2,670 2,611 2,219 3,062 
ME 271 205 236 240 
MA 1,635 1,740 1295 2,080 
NH 136 375 295 216 
Ri 267 174 240 201 
PR 361 117 153 325 
2ND 7,943 20,498 6,749 21,692 
m2 CT 1,352 649 793 1,208 
NY,N 1,130 15,490 859 15,761 
NY,E 1,798 1,472 1,631 1,639 
NY,S 3,090 2,092 2,599 2,583 
NY,W 484 671 726 429 
vT 89 124 141 72 
3RD 6,367 6,904 5,920 7,351 
DE 648 1,773 606 1,815 
NJ 2,946 2,294 2,112 3,128 
PA,E 1,157 1,245 1,499 903 
PA.M 1,073 826 960 939 
PAW 485 757 722 520 
vi 58 9 21 46 
4TH 4,528 5,124 5,106 4,546 
MD 1,544 2,093 1,675 1,962 
NC,E 200 238 260 178 
NC.M 216 176 149 243 
NCW 652 443 838 257 
Sc 228 300 382 146 
VA,E 821 1,009 1,034 796 
VA.W 457 502 465 494 
WV,N 81 177 170 88 


WvV,S 329 186 133 382 


Table F-8. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Pending Pending 
Circuit and District Oct. 1, 1997 Filed Terminated | = Sept.30,1996 ~~ 

STH 4,674 5,449 5,189 5,134 
LAE 257 241 207 291 
LAM 64 103 101 66 
LA,W 242 655 489 408 
MS,N 377 461 363 475 
MS,S 455 644 635 464 
TX,N 1,067 1,364 1,268 1,163 
TX,€ 214 348 352 210 
TX,S 1,731 955 994 1,692 
TX,w 467 678 780 365 

6TH 6,148 8,393 8,730 7,611 
KY,E 616 352 262 706 
KY,W 244 537 539 242 
MIE 1,841 1,142 1,361 1,622 
MI.W 520 783 710 593 
OH,N 1,460 1,358 1,292 1,526 
OH,S 1,226 1,347 1,393 1,180 
TNE 838 514 628 724 
TN.M 816 515 590 741 
TN,W 587 1,845 1,955 477 

7TH 6,413 6,257 5,779 5,891 
IL,N 2,177 2,270 2,156 2,291 
iL,C 353 737 726 364 
iL,S 146 610 598 158 
N,N 853 868 691 1,030 


em en tee ee orem em —- 


Table F-8. (September 30, 1998-—Continued) 


Pending Pending 
Circuit and District Oct. 1, 1997 Filed Terminated Sept. 30, 1998 

9TH 17,659 15,690 18,460 14,689 
AK 795 242 300 737 
AZ 2,047 1,234 1,324 1,957 
CAN 2,176 2,229 2,452 1,953 
CA.E 1,315 1,401 1,698 1,018 
CA,C 7,061 6,001 7,724 5,338 
CA.S 1,066 642 1,062 646 
HI 306 231 272 265 
10 253 355 389 219 
MI 64 171 154 81 
NV 626 452 464 614 
OR 670 945 1,048 567 
WA,E 216 239 255 200 
WA,wW 1,043 1,541 1,309 1,275 
GUAM 18 6 9 15 
NMI 3 1 . 4 

10TH 5,230 3,457 3,714 4,973 
co 1,153 860 954 1,059 
KS 1,431 723 837 1,317 
NM 370 295 238 427 
OK,N 582 377 438 521 
OK,E 163 152 178 137 
OK,W 906 519 579 846 
UT 386 439 391 434 
wy 239 92 99 232 

11TH 12,351 8,012 12,463 7,900 
AL,N 1,219 2,501 2,582 1,138 
AL.M 123 302 294 131 
AL,S 225 286 330 181 
FL,N 134 147 154 127 
FL.M 8,007 1,404 5,613 3,798 
FL.S 757 1,360 1,480 637 
GA,N 1,386 1,087 1,083 1,390 
GA,M 252 367 390 229 
GA,S 248 558 537 269 
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Table G-1. 


U.S. Court of International Trade—Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve-Month Periods Ended September 30, 1997 and 1998 


Summary of Workioad 1997 1998 increase/Decrease 
Cases Pending on October 1 §,432 6,996 1,564 
Total Cases Filed 2,275 3,575 1,300 
Total Cases Terminated 711 936 225 

After trial, hearing, 
or submission 223° 120 -103 
After submission on agreed 
statement of facts 222° 245 23 
After dispositive order 37 211 174 
After dismissal 229 360 131 
Cases Pending on September 30 6,996 9,635 2,639 


“Revised. 
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Table G-2A. 


U.S. Court of Federal Cilaims—Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 


for the Tweilve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Type of Case Pending October 1, 1997 Filed Terminated Pending September 30, 1996 

Total Cases 2,944 1,105 1,179 2,870 
Miiitary pay 93 63 54 102 
Civilian pay 514 28 33 509 
Contract 616 264 255 625 
Native Amencan 31 1 10 22 
INCC (transfer) 19 0 2 17 
Patent 29 11 13 27 
Property (taken) 245 186 61 370 
Tax 528 313 280 561 
CLA review 3 9 6 6 
Transportation 43 1 29 15 
Miscellaneous 34 55 66 23 
Oil spill 1 0 1 0 
Deciaratory judgments 

(contract) 8 50 37 21 
Vaccine 

compensation’ 780 124 332 572 


* THE VACCINE COMPENSATION CASES ARE RECEIVED PURSUANT TO 42 USC 300AA-1 ET SEO 
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Table G-2B. 


U.S. Court of Federal Claims—Judgments and Appeais 
for the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Judgment Amounts 
Amount ciaimed in fiscal year 19968 filings $7,315,161,000 
Number of cases terminated 1,179 
Judgments for piaintifts/petitioners* $1,699,311,452 
Amount of above judgments for plaintiffs carrying interest $1,357,679,508 
Judgments on defendants’ counterciaims or offsets $821,777 
Amount of above judgments for defendants on counterclaims or 

offsets carrying interest $204,719 


Appeals to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 


Appeals pending October 1, 1997 143 
Appeals filed October 1, 1997, to September 30, 1998 180 
Appeals terminated October 1, 1997, to September 30, 1998 148 

Affirmed 82 

Reversed (including those reversed in part) 25 

Dismissed 41 
Appeals pending September 30, 1998 177 
* AMDALITY AMOUNTS INCLUDED WHEN AVAILABLE JUDGMENT AMOUNTS ARE FOR ALL CASES RESOLVED IN FISCAL YEAR 1998, WHICH INCLUDE SOME 
CASES FILED IN PREVIOUS YEARS. 
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Table H-1. 


U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Cases Activated 


for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 
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Table H-1. (September 30, 1 998—Continued) 
Type of Case Activated 

Totel 
Cases indictmenu Material Transters Traneters Pretrial 

Ciroult and District Activated Complaints information Witness Superseding Other Received Out Diversions 
6TH 13,400 3,002 6.048 398 406 60 586 663 269 
LAE 447 176 213 1 12 4 42 26 19 
LAM 160 18 142 0 0 0 0 3 10 
LAW 267 41 192 0 0 3 31 13 6 
MS,N 199 Kt) 154 0 0 3 12 "1 2 
MSS 373 78 254 2 6 "1 22 20 3 
TX,N 1,795 380 691 290 89 4 137 140 48 
TX,E 742 77 497 3 63 18 84 64 15 
Tx,.s 4,605 1,205 3,024 15 97 24 150 270 26 
TX,w 4,812 908 3,481 87 219 9 108 116 140 
6TH 6,163 1 4866 3,639 8 311 386 333 293 229 
KY.E 505 32 417 3 2 5 46 13 "1 
KY.W 557 90 385 2 3 64 13 22 21 
2 MILE 1,423 515 631 0 192 15 70 37 122 
Miw 452 58 299 0 23 39 33 27 a) 
OH,N 955 288 589 1 28 5 44 4H 34 
OH,S 992 178 559 1 47 164 43 44 0 
TNE 517 132 329 0 0 15 41 36 2 
T™N,\M 298 84 105 0 1§ 73 21 38 14 
TN.W 464 109 325 1 1 6 22 28 16 
7TH 3,124 1,046 1,642 6 109 101 220 258 26 
iL.N 919 382 477 5 7 H 40 140 6 
iL.C 393 150 204 1 2 1 35 20 7 
iL.s 498 85 297 0 65 7 44 14 0 
IN.N 454 214 175 0 2 35 28 13 3 
N.S 310 94 174 0 13 1 28 38 1 
Wie 401 a 216 0 19 42 28 19 6 
Wwi.w 149 25 99 0 1 7 17 14 5 
6TH 4,441 625 2,008 25 243 104 246 237 230 
ARE 473 39 312 0 85 0 37 32 39 
ARW 186 24 139 0 0 13 10 13 6 
1A.N 236 36 168 7 6 5 14 16 1 
iA,S 373 63 279 6 2 2 21 14 w 
MN 604 146 344 6 79 3 26 59 3 
MO.E 783 265 416 0 1 78 23 38 128 
MO.W 572 127 383 0 33 2 27 36 1 
NE 469 69 363 5 2 0 30 11 10 
ND 237 34 192 0 2 1 “ 14 15 
iI 9) 508 22 402 1 33 0 50 4 4 


454 


167 


LLL 


Table H-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


TypeotCaseActiveied = — < eto 
Total 
Cases Indictmenv Materiai Transters Transters Pretrial 

Circult and District Activated Compileinis information Witness Superseding Otner = Received Out Diversions 
OTH 19,473 12,364 5,320 106 218 712 664 1,403 $31 
AR 302 17 274 1 7 1 2 6 25 
AZ 6,213 4.299 785 2 #0 32 65 217 51 
CA.N ot 347 412 "1 13 95 33 119 "1 
CAE 937 497 297 1 9 116 108 3 
CA.C 2,701 1,786 673 137 7 17 61 508 27 
CA.S 4,766 4,264 280 1 0 65 136 132 13 
HI 436 56 285 18 50 7 20 17 45 
10 218 19 145 3 1 26 14 22 13 
MI 364 47 257 3 10 7 40 16 3% 
NV 8H) 369 369 0 38 54 57 132 37 
OR 1,020 213 593 6 22 141 45 41 1 
WA.E 320 131 167 0 0 1§ 7 19 14 
WA.w 1,033 230 497 1 16 242 47 60 189 
GUAM 312 49 258 1 0 2 2 5 1 
NMI 53 20 28 0 5 0 1 1 
10TH 4,041 1,663 2,362 335 137 96 248 233 249 
co 561 199 301 5 3 6 47 66 1 
KS 611 53 473 0 35 17 33 29 125 
NM 1,739 738 587 328 17 13 56 43 5 
OK,N 372 40 219 0 57 33 23 10 6 
OK,E 119 25 72 0 13 0 4 20 10 
OK,.W 618 44) 142 2 0 4 29 42 80 
uT 595 150 408 0 3 17 17 19 16 
wy 226 17 160 0 4 6 34 4 6 
11TH 7,643 2,732 4,301 57 139 77 537 876 222 
ALN 341 65 261 0 0 1 14 33 82 
AL.M 246 53 159 0 4 0 30 4 10 
ALS 414 32 303 0 21 4 54 19 39 
FL.N 475 82 296 1 16 19 61 41 0 
FL.M 1,943 647 1,104 2 28 10 12 222 58 
FL.S 2,532 1,303 986 50 56 25 112 368 16 
GA.N 854 386 412 2 1 3 50 144 3 
GA.M 721 143 511 2 4 12 44 25 10 
GA,S 317 21 269 0 4 3 20 15 4 
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Table H-2. 


U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Interviews and Types of Bail Reports 


for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


interview Status of Pretrial Report 
Not Retused Postbail Other No Reports 
Interviewed interviewed’ Interview Prebaii Reports Reports Reports bade 
Cases With Without 
Circut and District | Activated | Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. Tots Pet. | Recom. | Recom.| Tots Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. 
TOTAL 76,603 $0074) «676.22 44,817 62 067602087 on «669 «66460 = (6,208 44maaq—si*S SS 1402— «18 206306038 
187 2,061 eee OS )] 44 “o 41 1e02 823 1,083 ® a 3.9 o 12 so 61s 
Met 185 161 3=— 87.0 23 12.4 1 5 169 «(014 168 1 2 1 1 5 3070 
Mea 743 635 655 58 78 so 67 656 883 655 1 7” @6 100 0 0 39 «OW 
NH 203 1670s «2.1 1 5 1% 74 196) |= 06.6 194 2 0 0 1 5 6 30 
RI 158 157s 84 0 0 1 6 168 100.0 158 0 0 0 0 ) 0 0 
PR 772 7460 0=— 6.6 a) 12 7 22 723 «(93.7 718 5 5 6 36 6049 6 H 
2D 6,372 60740 6.3 217 34 81 13 6032 683.1 5,903 2 141 22 1 0s 380 100—CtOs7 
cT 318 235 «73.9 55 17.3 2 86868 249 «= 783 247 2 7 #22 5 16 57 17.9 
NY.N 708 6466 19 2.7 5 7 673 (95.1 670 3 7 1.0 2 35 3 4 
NY.E 2,083 2.011 965 54 26 18 y 2.035 97.7 2,030 5 19 ) 25 1.2 4 2 
NY.S 2,515 2466 «8698.1 “4 17 5 2 2.280 90.7 2,279 1 90 36 11 44 “6 (O14 
NY.W 573 626 (01.8 26 45 2, 37 “43 «648 534 9 6@ 31 6 1.0 6 10 
vt 175 1620 06.9 19 10.9 4 23 162 86.9 143 4 0 0 7 97 6 34 
3RO 3,652 32060 «= 90.0 316 67 so 8614 3,164 866 8 3,122 42 211 5.8 os 18 2122 «68 
DE 149 110 0«=— 738 21 14.1 1% 121 132 (686 131 1 7 47 5 34 5 34 
NJ 1,388 1,331 96.9 48 35 9 6 1314 947 1,303 1 12 9 26 1.9 % 26 
PAE 22 
PAM 
PAW 
vi 
4™ 
MD 
NC.E 
NC.M 
NC.W 
sc 
VA.E 
VA.W 
WV.N 
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Table H-2. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


interview Status Type of Pretrial Report 
Not Retused Postbail Other No Reports 
interviewed interviewed* Interview Predai! Reports Reports Reports Made 
Cases With | Without 
Circult end District | Activated | Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. | Recom. | Recom./| Tots Pct. Total Pct. fot Pct. 
STH 13,400 11,321 645 1,554 11.6 >. ae ©] 12,144 806 12,004 so os 45 2s C~C~«SS ao 0 3 
LAE 447 318074 11 25 118 «8626.4 447 100.0 447 i) 0 0 0 0 0 0 
LAM 160 1s7 0s 98.1 3 1.9 0 0 160 100.0 160 0 0 ) 0 0 0 0 
LAW 267 235 4888.0 23 86 9 34 252 944 248 4 4 15 Ss so 5 19 
MS.N 199 187 94.0 12 6.0 0 0 174 «887.4 172 2 10 5.0 1 5 4 8670 
MS.S 373 355 52 18 48 0 0 309 «828 307 2 8 21 48 «4129 8 21 
TX.N 1,795 1583 682 172 9.6 40 8422 1,591 686 1,591 ny) 40 22 810 45 63 0 446 
TX.E 742 615 8629 122 16.4 5 7 615 829 614 1 20 27 6 22 91 123 
TS 4,605 4210 914 208 45 18704 4.131 69.7 4,101 30 307 6.7 59 #13 106 0= 23 
TX.w 4,812 3,661 761 985 20.5 1660 34 4465 926 4454 11 219 46 27 6 1010S 2 
6TH 6,163 5307 876 553 9.0 213 35 5237 85.0 6,145 92 613 98.9 es 14 a2 «(37 
KY.E 505 490 697.0 10 2.0 5 10 454 89.9 453 1 22 44 17 34 12 24 
KYW 557 490 «86. 88.0 46 83 21 38 332 596 290 42 174 «= 312 %@ 32 30—Cti«CSSD 
MILE 1,423 1,380 97.0 35 25 8 6 1,187 6834 1,172 15 172 (121 Ss 14 49 «(34 
MILWw 452 376 «= 83.2 58 128 18 86 440 400 +885 400 0 2 4 4 9g 4 102 
OH.N 955 883 «(92.5 59 6.2 13 «114 5 8699.0 944 1 0 0 0 0 10 8610 
OH,S 992 768 #846774 201 20.3 23 0623 920 927 917 3 35 35 15 15 2 #8422 
TNE 517 4540=—s «878 30 5.8 33~Ci«d6 4 480 928 469 1 3 6 7 14 270 $2 
™.M 298 135 453 71 23.8 92 39 261 876 243 18 22 74 7 23 8 27 
TN.W 464 421 907 43 9.3 0 0 258 556 257 1 183 «394 3 6 2 «43 
7TH 3,124 2,303 «73.7 548 17.5 273—i«aT 2411 772 # 2,320 91 34 0=S 123 a 14 , a © 
U.N 919 690 751 217 23.6 12 #13 586 638 576 10 213 «232 4 4 1146 «6126 
Lc 393 295 75.1 76 19.3 22 «656 361 +919 322 39 10 0s a2’ s 10 8625 12 31 
Ls 498 278 «= 558 108 21.7 112 (225 424 «85.1 422 2 12 24 1 2 61 122 
INN 454 368 0=—s «85.5 58 128 8 18 403 («888 387 16 27 5.9 0 0 2 06= «$3 
INS 310 1840s «59.4 29 94 97 69313 252 «813 248 a 0 0 1% 86558 4 129 
WLE 401 39 = «887.0 40 10.0 12 30 250 623 234 16 118 «6294 10 8625 230~Cié«S 
ww 149 119 «= 79.9 20 13.4 10 4267 1395 906 131 4 4 27 0 0 10 8667 
sTH 4,441 3089 86 876 393 r F 1680s 36 4042 910 3,987 55 uw x 104023 270s «68 
AR.E 473 389 «= 82.2 72 15.2 12 25 428 905 417 11 11 23 6 13 280 59 
AR.W 186 167s 898 19 10.2 0 0 166 89.2 165 1 2 11 1 863669 7 38 
1A.N 236 182 77.1 50 21.2 4 17 189 «= 80.1 168 21 4 17 14 5.9 29 «#4123 
IAS 373 270 «724 er) 265 4 4 230 «617 227 3 8 21 9 24 126 338 
MN 604 526 87.1 50 8.3 28 48646 557 922 557 0 6 1.0 2 06=— 4400 177 «#28 
MO.E 783 778 «= 9984 1 4 4 5 778 «699.4 778 0 1 4 2 3 2 3 
MO.W 572 43 060 94.9 12 21 17 30 S67 (99.1 567 0 0 0 1 2 4 7 
NE 469 373795 41 8.7 55 117 “45 949 443 2 0 0 21 «245 3 6 
ND 237 19406 81.9 24 10.1 19 «= « 80 192 810 177 15 2 8 7 30 3% 152 
sD 508 467s «919 25 49 6 31 490 965 486 2 4 - 9 618 5 10 
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Table H-2. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


interview Status Type of Pretrial Report 
Not Retused Postbail Other No Reports 
Interviewed interviewed’ interview Prebail Reports Reports Reports Made 
Cases With Without 
Circuit and District | Activated | Totsi Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. | Recom. | Recom. Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. 
9TH 19,473 8467s 443.5 5,480 28.1 5526 284 7,757 G12 #14971 3 686 1168 86=6—6.0 177 7 371 19 
AR 32 201 66 6 80 265 21 7.0 237 3 294 3 0 0 0 0 5 17 
AZ 5.213 1,941 372 3,071 589 201 39 5050 969 1,877 3.173 48 9 57 11 58 11 
CA.N git 440 485 462 507 7 8 46 5SO3 291 167 406 «4446 41 45 6 7 
CAE 937 3530 374 371 39.6 216 «6231 921 983 919 2 1 12 3 3 2 2 
CA.C 2.701 2.129 788 sd 16.1 138 5.1 2.576 954 2.567 9 64 24 25 9 % 13 
CAS 4.766 773 162 86 18 3905 819 4223 886 4,195 28 497 104 18 4 28 6 
Hi 4% 322 73.9 88 202 26 6.0 426 977 332 $4 3 7 3 7 4 9 
1D 218 148 «=s«67 9 56 25.7 14 64 214 982 214 0 3 14 0 0 1 5 
MT es 282 77.5 79 21.7 3 8 329 94 327 2 0 0 7 19 28 77 
NV 887 600 676 73 82 214 241 S468 6956 848 0 25 28 6 7 8 9 
OR 1,020 404 396 35 34 581 57.0 995 975 a] 1 6 6 10 1.0 9 9 
WAE 320 213 66 6 75 234 32 100 151 472 64 87 82 256 4 13 83 259 
WA.W 1,033 363 35.1 524 50.7 146 «6141 1006 974 888 118 19 18 1 t 7 7 
GUAM 312 276 4«=6 BS 16 5.1 20 64 258 827 256 2 2 6 1 3 51 163 
NM) 53 23 434 28 528 2 38 5 94 5 0 2 38 1 19 45 8&9 
10TH 4 Bey 3,370 69.6 1,239 25.6 232 48 3,777 768 3,003 774 6ss 142 115 24 261 54 
co 561 470 838 4e 77 48 86 517 922 517 0 40 7.1 2 t 2 4 
KS 611 540 97 51 83 6 1.0 487 797 477 10 3 5 3 5 18 «6193 
NM 1,739 1,053 60.6 648 37.3 38 22 1268 729 810 458 419 241 % 21 16 9 
OK.N 372 34 952 5 13 13 35 36 60957 356 0 10 £427 5 13 1 3 
OKE 119 104 874 12 10.1 3 25 108 «= 908 107 1 1 & 0 0 10 84 
OK.W 618 188 4 333 539 97 157 535 866 232 303 2 3 45 73 3% 58 
UT 595 510 857 69 116 16 27 35 613 3 2 178 «6299 17 29 35 59 
wy 226 137 «6606 78 45 11 4g 141 624 141 0 35 155 7 31 43 190 
11TH 7,843 7,031 896 aaa 5.7 3B 47 7380 «694.1 7,242 138 179 23 117 15 167 21 
AL.N 341 314 921 23 67 ‘4 12 310 909 we 6 2 6 3 9 26 76 
ALM 246 245 99.6 1 4 0 0 237 3 23% 1 5 20 2 8 2 & 
ALS 414 379 9115 25 6.0 10 24 390 942 390 0 1§ 36 3 7 6 14 
FL.N 475 395 832 54 114 26 55 44 «(914 424 10 a 17 ’ 2 32 67 
FL.M 1,943 1675 862 108 56 160 82 1908 982 1,891 17 28 14 3 2 4 2 
FLS 2,532 2.368 93.5 99 39 65 26 2406 950 2.327 793 68 27 47 19 11 4 
GA.N 854 675 79.0 oC 10.5 es 104 712 4834 691 21 42 49 50 59 50 59 
GAM 721 685 95.0 23 32 13 18 685 950 682 3 10 14 5 7 21 29 
GAS 317 2955 93.1 21 66 1 3 298 694.0 297 1 t 3 3 9 15 47 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COL UMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS 
* INCLUDES DEFENDANTS NOT AVAILABLE FOR INTERVIEW AND TRANSFER-RECEIVED CASES IN WHICH DEFENDANTS WERE INTERVIEWED IN OTHER DISTRICTS 


459 


$62 


213 


124 


154 


162 


100 0 


o7 4 


x8 


a] 
- 
MM 


ZRaR8 SREB 


45.6 


514 


Type of PSO* Recoswvendshon Made Type of AUSA™ Recommendahon Mate 
PSO AMSA 
Recommended Oetennon + sancead Nontmanciat Recommended Oetertion Feunancaad Moet ananic sad 
Cases | 

Crrcelt and Diswict Activated Toast Pct Tous Pc Tow Pct Tous | Pe Tous Pct. Tous Pct Tous Pct Tous rt. 
s™ 13,468 12. $26 wes 8 ett [ -¥ ) see mS 1472 145 tte Ga 7768 oo” 2887 19.8 128 14 
LAE 467 1a 98 Pa] 57.0 7% «170 16 06=—_ s 250 “as #66 279 0=— @27 3s 119 1130s 24 
LAM 160 "so 94 e 252 ws 113 101 635 1's 69 46 *y7 13 a4 6 619 
lAw 267 251 0 137 ME 13 52 107 402 2 60a 1$3 = s 35 oe 27 
MS 199. 184 $25 63 hee so 464 R 174 177 9 a - 73e £441 19 107 
«SS 373 321 86.1 185 576 27 a4 oo 08=3—rdC«&AO x 7. Be iar 7) % ar 113 3 
TKN 1.795 1,732 95 1,076 62.1 157 91 2 8606788 S61 me 1 146 739 79 1 36 60 21.0 
TKE 742 643 86.7 317 49.3 C4 72 20 40 435 es 823 <a G25 +” 53 221 223 
™Ss 4 0E 4516 98.1 3,270 724 189 Ke) 87 3.458 751 1 a2 576 i. ao 230 75 
xw 4812 4.674 97.1 30 656 1253 0—s 233 24) 52 406) 86 3403 S841 se 48 43 1.1 
6TH 6.163 5.553 96.1 2 98 Bi 476 as 3875 SA « ee a4 2.255 m7 CK a2 3819 sas 
KY.E SOS 493 976 179 3 st 164 2330 4473 26 6 201 412 a 64 27 042A 
KY Ww 557 331 Sy 6 163 492 15 45 SS 4860462 48" m4 186 M7 12 25 230~C«i‘éCR 
MLE 1,423 1 296 91.1 Ke.) <62 1 1 SG 738 1406 GBT 37 0B 0 0 1007 717 
wa 452 4a 973 ‘ee 427 6 36 2% 536 <30=— ss OO 27 0 6 7 14 32 22 St 
OHM WS pee 991 327 Me cr) 41 SO 613 2) 06=s SBS cx BS “i ae 67 G2 
OHS ez 31 G39 270 230 100 44107 561 603 as 9 2a att a 120 300 C46 9 
™E S17 S01 WY 232 63 @& 132 23 0 40S S07 81 a0 493 S70 12 =D 060mm 
™ ee 258 Re 123 477 S 40 sos mA \ an 151 524 31 108 1c 268 
Th pong 7 769 187 S24 1176 325 o) 15.1 <8 7 190s 44 1s2@ 0 332 07 0s oa 
7™ 3.126 2515 5 1235 515 58 79 1a21 as 2821 67 1783 ae 1538 52 1 Oh m7 
an 919 603 ad 170 282 os 1146 MS 060572 os 8 s72 G0 AD 48 73 <6 4487 
Xc 333 Baz 870 166 425 & 18 170 «6487 378 )8=—6& 2 222 S87 $ 24 147 06639 
as oe 457 96 307 6B1 5% 13.1 as 188 as BO ee 7393 47 bE ta 11.1 
iN “54 421 o27 233 553 11 26 177 420 437 ee) =e 86583 10 23 oe m4 
mS 310 273 ot 178 652 é 22 so 26 =o 86S 1's )0 Cs 56 5 17 se ws 
mE 401 290 723 163 62 23 97 so Bm =e 8603 22 0—SCGT 21 54 1230—C Co 38 
wiw 149 se WE 78 578 1 7 6S 415 “0060 4 se 6s eo f 7 S&S m3 
st 4441 4.181 Mo 1882 CF | 419 108 1 eet CF 41 o27 2258 $46 oh, as 1462 m5 
BRE 473 “se 92.6 120 274 10 23 ase 0606703 “ue 18 “470 39 9 21 278 866A I 
BP 1 176 Mes ae 30 aS 25 S2 235 171 19 sa 9 S&S 25 oa 27 
Am 23% 213 923 ) 465 5 23 1% 512 227 Wz 11 S11 5 22 106 467 
IAS 373 os 76.4 oe.) S54 4 14 123 44432 SS 8966 230 aS , 3 119 Za7 
um a 583 ae 316 533 3 § 274 #2 35 was SS 07 ‘ 7 2% 4237 
MOE 7&3 777 wz 238 m4 271 Md =e 08 73a 865 7 06 GA 27 0379 124 «©6196 6 
ww 572 528 923 176 333 17 32 3S 060s GA 412 720 yn 7 17 45 342 
NE CS ih we: 238 623 11 24 6 23 cS 1 . 7 | 12 26 “=e 06= RO 
wD 237 209 ae 82 22 3 14 124 06=_ $3 22 37 3 464 0 0 19 536 
so 508 re] 380 2% 514 he | 7630 7 a 967 =e06—CtC«CSSS 6S 114 145 237 


el 
Table H-3. (September 30, 1998—Continued) ae eters 
of PSO* Recommendation Made Type of AUSA** Recommendation Made 


PSO AUSA 
Recommended Detention Financial Nonfinancial | Recommended Detention Financial Nonfinancial 
a — 
Cases 

Ciroult and District | Activated | Tots! | Pet. | Tots! | Pet. | Tots | Pet. | Tots | Pet. | Totst | Pet. | Vota | Pet. | Tot | Pet. | Total | Pet, 
oT 19,473 14,006 77.0 0,230 61.6 20070 =—_ (20.0 2.760 866164 16,732 062 11,166 606 6014 )3=s_ (26-8 2,060 13.7 

An w2 261 93.0 113 40.2 7% 86270 oe 327 2820s 4 123 44436 61 216 06 «48 
AZ 6,213 2,008 38.5 1,323 659 197 68 6460273 6,080 0«=— O74 4512 #668 115 23 463 869 
CAN ot 692 76.0 276 399 179 0—_ «26.9 237 M2 aeo0Ss«é76 4390 404 133 16.0 317 367 
CAE 937 924 98 ob 718 77 6% 103 11 12.0 9900s 8.3 770—s—s«a 60 65 100 «108 
CAC 2,701 2,505 06.1 1,600 61.7 a020C— A 103 40 2.614 96.8 1765 675 765 293 84 32 
CAS 4,766 4,333 90.9 2.656 61.3 1467. M4 190 44 4,634 97.2 765 16.5 3,719 80.3 150 32 
HI 436 425 97.5 233 54.8 14 33 1760s 49 425 975 264 ~=Ss«62.1 4 1.9 163 (36.0 
10 218 213 97.7 113 63.1 5 23 9 446 216 386901 119 = 51 3 14 4 435 
mT 464 340 93.4 149 43.8 7 21 1640s A 3960-923 1680S «470 6 18 172 «(812 
NV 887 862 97.2 614 596 22 26 3260s «78 844 95.2 629 4=««662.7 26 31 289 «342 
OR 1,020 1,016 99 6 711 70.0 7 7 208 «= «29.3 1014 994 783 77.2 4 9 222 «219 
WA.E 320 253 79.1 195 77.1 9 6049 28 W4 271 847 2230s «82.3 12 44 % 86133 
WA.W 1,033 749 72.5 440 68.7 4) 55 268 «= «358 845 ssa B 472 559 92 10.9 281 +333 
3 GUAM 312 296 “9 193 65.2 7 101 41 309s («99.0 212 ©6686 1 3 9% 311 
NMI 63 4 15.1 5 62.5 3.0375 0 0 43. Bt 24 55.8 4 93 16 349 
10TH 4,041 4,069 64.1 2,306 589 600—s«sa1700 e640 = (24.2 4,371 90.3 2,759 63.1 647 14.8 065 22.1 

co 561 §27 93.9 310 58 8 4A 8.3 173s 328 561 100.0 358 «=—s« 639.8 25 45 178 37 
KS 611 507 83.0 294 58.0 34 6.7 179 = «36.3 543 88.9 310—Ss«57.1 35 64 198 §=— 36.5 
NM 1,739 1,724 99.1 1,023 593 433s 25.1 268 15.5 1,724 8699.1 1075 624 407s 23.6 242 «140 
OK,N 372 364 97.8 207 56 9 123 +338 34 93 370 (99.5 218 «= 58.9 120 324 320Sts«B6 
OK,E 119 104 87.4 35 33.7 4 7.7 61 587 70 0=—s« 888 42 600 3 43 25 357 
OK,W 618 282 45.6 156 55.3 20 7.1 106 «= («376 3260=s_« 828 209 —ss«4 I 28 8.6 89 «627.3 
uT 595 376 63.2 266 70.7 23 6.1 ee 577. 97.0 418 72.4 23 4.0 196 «623.6 
wy 226 185 81.9 104 56.2 5 27 7 «= 4 200 «885 129s 64 5 6 3.0 65 325 
11TH 7,043 7,498 05.6 3,379 46.1 1547 20.6 2.572 3 7,670 8=697.8 430 8 8=— 56.7 1268 8§=6 16.5 2,053 26.8 
AL.N 341 311 91.2 87 28.0 31 10.0 1939 = «62.1 308) (90.3 1020s 33.1 24 78 1820 «469.1 
AL,.M 246 241 98.0 63 26.1 6 25 172 «714 242 0=— (98 4 103 42.6 3 1.2 1396 656.2 
ALS 414 410 99.0 172 42.0 6 15 2320s «866 409s 988 236 43=s«§7.7 3 7 170 416 
FL.N 475 446 93.9 260 583 29 65 157s («38.2 471 99.2 300 «—«63.7 25 53 146 310 
FL.M 1,943 1,916 98 6 976 50.9 195 102 745 389 1,931 99.4 1235 640 200 10.4 496 257 
FL.S 2,532 2.374 93.8 1,163 49.0 750 «829316 461 19.4 2,480 979 1642 662 488 19.7 350 141 
GA,N 854 796 93.2 413 51.9 179 = 22.5 204 48=s «256 8420 = «98 6 499 «s-«5§9.3 154 18.3 189 «22 4 
GA.M 721 701 97.2 122 17.4 220 «314 359 51.2 693 96.1 112 16.2 244 35.2 337 486 
GA,S 317 303 956 123 40.6 131 432 49 16.2 294) «92.7 120 408 127. 432 47 = 16.0 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUD’ S TRANSFERS 
* PSO « PRETRIAL SERVICES OFFICER 
** AUSA « ASSISTANT U.S. ATTORNEY H, | 
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Table H-4. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Release and Detention Status at Initial Hearings 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Detained/Unabie to Meet Held in 
ote Released” Release Conditions Temporary Detention 
Circuit and District Activated Total ‘| Percent Total = Percent Total i Percent 

TOTAL 76,603 27,418 34.9 6,248 7.9 1,827 2.3 

1sT 2,061 740 35.9 25 1.2 166 6.1 
Mt 185 84 454 2 11 0 0 
MA 743 289 38 9 1 1 0 0 
NH 203 95 468 0 0 2 10 
RI 158 44 278 9 57 0 0 
PR 772 228 29.5 13 7 164 21.2 

2ND 6,372 2,654 417 123 1.9 18 3 
cT 318 173 544 2 6 2 6 
NY.N 708 205 29.0 b ti 0 0 
NY.E 2,083 604 29.0 1 11 5 
NY,.S 2,515 1,220 48.5 69 27 0 0 
NY.W 573 344 60.0 45 79 1 2 
vT 175 108 61.7 0 4 23 

3RO 3,652 1,687 46.2 132 3.6 1 0 
DE 149 73 49.0 2 13 0 0 
NJ 1,388 703 50.6 80 58 0 0 
PAE 1,077 467 43.4 1 1 1 1 
PA.M 362 181 50.0 1 3 0 0 
PAW 311 199 64.0 9 29 0 0 
vi 365 64 17.5 39 10.7 0 0 

4TH 7,233 3,603 49.8 184 2.5 29 4 
MD 844 345 40.9 1 1 1 1 
NC.E 891 553 62.1 2 2 0 0 
NC.M 361 100 27.7 1 3 0 0 
NC.W 767 276 36.0 3 4 0 0 
sc 1,220 639 52.4 155 127 0 0 
VAE 2,017 1,043 51.7 6 2 1 0 
VA.W 443 185 418 17 38 26 59 
WV.N 156 108 69 2 0 0 1 6 
WV.S 534 354 66 3 0 0 0 0 


Detained/Pendi 
Detention searing 
Total Percent 

38,240 486 
978 47.5 
76 41.1 
382 514 
103 507 
88 557 
329 426 
3,362 §3.1 
85 267 
491 694 
1.464 703 
1,126 448 
155 27.1 
61 “9 
1,720 47.1 
61 409 
589 424 
607 56 4 
124 «3 
100 32.2 
239 655 
2,850 39.4 
489 579 
291 32.7 
245 679 
406 529 
215 17.6 
862 427 
154 348 
20 128 
168 315 


Table H-4. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Detained/Unabie to Meet Held in Detained/Vending Detained/WNo Release 
eae Released” Release Conditions Temporary Detention Detention Hearing Conditions Set 
Circuit and District | Activated Total | Percent Totai | Percent Total | Percent Total ia Percent Total | Percent 

STH 13,400 3,362 25.1 1,963 14.6 1,007 6.2 6,113 45.6 365 6.5 
LAE 447 121 27.1 22 49 0 0 2 676 2 4 
LA.M 160 103 644 10 6.3 0 0 43 26.9 4 25 
LAW 267 100 37.5 6 22 0 0 126 472 35 13.1 
MS.N 199 88 442 1 5.5 0 0 68 M2 32 16.1 
MS.S 373 163 43.7 7 19 0 0 166 445 37 99 
TX.N 1,795 528 294 39 22 220 123 535 298 473 26 4 
TX.E 742 282 38.0 0 0 4 5 441 59.4 1§ 2.0 
TX.S 4,605 868 18.8 1,501 32.6 372 6.1 1,745 379 119 26 
TX.w 4,812 1,109 23.0 367 76 501 104 2.687 558 148 3.1 

6TH 6,163 3,640 59.1 53 2 19 3 1,952 31.7 499 8. 
KY.E 505 275 54.5 2 4 0 0 183 36.2 45 89 
KYW 557 356 63.9 0 0 5 4 166 298 30 54 
MILE 1,423 977 687 1 1 0 0 09 21.7 136 96 
MILW 452 240 §3.1 3 7 0 0 173 38.3 36 8.0 
OH.N 955 580 60.7 25 26 0 0 277 290 73 76 
OH.S 992 633 63.8 2 2 1 1 306 30.8 50 5.0 
TNE 517 254 49.1 2 4 12 23 133 25.7 116 224 
™\M 298 137 46.0 1 3 1 3 149 50.0 10 34 
TN.W 464 188 40.5 17 3.7 0 0 256 55.2 3 6 

7TH 3,124 1,205 38.6 7 2 69 2.2 1,502 48) 341 10.9 
1L.N 919 470 51.1 0 0 1 1 342 37.2 106 11.5 
iL.c 393 151 38.4 0 0 1 3 231 58.8 10 25 
iL.s 498 104 20.9 1 2 0 0 408 61.8 85 17.1 
INN 454 182 40.1 1 2 3 7 239 526 29 64 
INS 310 106 34.2 0 0 0 0 145 468 59 19.0 
WLE 401 136 33.9 5 12 64 16.0 144 35.9 52 13.0 
wi.w 149 56 37.6 0 0 0 0 93 62.4 0 0 

8TH 4,441 1,823 41.0 99 2.2 67 1.5 1,624 41.1 628 14.1 
AR.E 473 297 62.8 0 0 1 2 81 17.1 94 19.9 
AR.W 186 92 495 0 0 1 5 13 7.0 80 43.0 
1A.N 236 118 50.0 0 0 0 0 64 27.1 54 229 
IAS 373 118 31.6 0 0 1 3 173 464 81 217 
MN 604 244 40.4 7 12 0 0 335 55.5 18 3.0 
MOE 783 307 39.2 86 11.0 0 0 274 35.0 116 148 
MO.W 572 266 465 4 7 0 0 261 456 41 72 
NE 469 120 25.6 0 0 0 0 245 522 104 222 
ND 237 128 54.0 1 4 0 0 81 342 27 114 
SD 508 133 26.2 1 2 64 126 297 585 13 26 
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Table H-4. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Totst | Percent 


Tow | Percent 


EEEESES*=peggR3 


REGS 
3 


5522 


4,128 21.2 
167 55.3 
66 

446 

142 15.2 
827 306 
580 122 
123 28.2 
42.7 

182 50.0 
35 38.9 
197 19.3 
78 24.4 
526 50.9 
96 30.8 
21 39.6 
1,768 36.5 
196 x49 
281 46.0 
46d: 26.5 
151 40.6 
68 57.1 
392 63.4 
132 22.2 
89 39.4 
2,810 35.8 
221 648 
129 52.4 
169 408 
59 33.5 
625 32.2 
537 212 
294 «4 
524 72.7 
152 479 


3,137 16.1 
5 7 

0 0 

8 9 

6 6 
51 19 
3,063 643 
1 2 

0 0 

i) 0 

i) 0 

1 ‘1 

0 0 

0 0 

1 3 

1 19 
13 3 
1 2 

3 5 

4 2 

2 5 

0 0 

2 3 

0 0 

1 4 
$12 65 
3 9 

1 4 

7 1.7 

2 4 
49 2.5 
308 122 
47 5.5 
67 93 
28 88 
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NOTE. THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS RECEIVED 
* INCLUDES CASES DISMISSED 
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Table H-5. 


U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Initial Detention Hearings Held 


for the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Reesons tor Ordering Detention 
Octendants 
With Detention Motions Detention Fleght and Danger Dange: to 
Hetd Made by’ Ordered to Witness Communsty 
Coses With 

Circuit and District | Activated | Tots! Pct. | AUSA™ | Cout | Presumptions | Tots Pt Tost | Pet | Tou Pct Tott | Pct. | Tout | Pet 
TOTAL 78,603 000 «4850 A838 10,080 23900 06=— 756012; S51 4S CiBAT2 SB wy 2 am 
1ST 2,061 oe 860s «478 955 13 S27 70.8 420 a7 as 0 OT41 4 s s 0678 

nat 185 7% 414 75 0 12 410 539 12 293 200 488 0 0 9 220 
MA 743 3e2is«S4 382 0 163 207777 61 205 2320C«s«7B It 0 ry 4 13 
ners 203 130s SO 103 0 86 906=—ssa3 22 40242 62 681 1 41 6 66 
RI 158 870s S51 as 2 50 6 054 19 «= 229 6 S54 3 #36 1S 181 
PR 772 321 416 310 "1 216 17% = $42 2 Oté«MG1 128 06= 736 0 r) 1% ©6103 
2D 6,372 337% «©6530 0—iCiSCi«éTTSS 1,162 26% 0s 78.1 1002 38.0 1413s S36 3 A 217 «(a2 

cT 318 8 267 76 3 “4 580682 206044 2 #w#9 ;. ws 11 «19.0 
NY.N 708 491 «69.4 490 1 51 312 63S 125 401 177 «6548 0 0 6 S1 
NY.E 2.083 1459 700 1,377 7 673 1186 08= 813 S69 43.7 S270 444 1 4 6 58 
NY.S 2.515 1126 448 1,035 91 341 “9 068 3 2220 «234 621 654 1 4 105041 
NY.W 573 SS 27.4 150 0 31 7 626 31-320 SS «S46 0 0 13 «134 
vT 175 oo 33 58 2 22 3 060s «55.0 11 086.333 1990S «S76 0 0 3 (8 
3RD 3,652 1715 486 478 1,667 23 1 1387s 8.8 a1 a4 S710 628 3 2 2 66 

DE 149 6 403 60 ry 33 Ss 917 8 145 420764 0 t) 5 91 
NJ ) 388 se9 424 585 3 5A 6 0 85.9 1% )0=— 265 40—Cts«éSB_LO 1 2 27 8683 
PAE 1,077 606 563 572 12 158 “490s 6 154 “7073 2 4 31 = «69 
PAM Abe 123 «340 114 7 62 se 715 “4 86159 67 86761 0 r) 7 80 
PAW 311 100 4=- 322 9 0 81 73 0~—S 730 ‘ 82 49671 0 r) 18 8247 
vi 365 237 A 237 0 1 21602 tt 199 4688.0 22 102 0 0 4 19 
am 7,233 202 33 8 2760 55 1,211 2102 748 3460 15.8 1355 SAS 4 2 a 23 

MD 844 489 «579 485 3 72 336 0Cf«GB7 5S 164 1690s S63 0 0 92 274 
NC.E 89) 289 «s«324 279 1 152 28 0s 8S 8B 2 486105 1939 #778 an 2% 486105 
NC .M 361 245 679 244 0 80 203 «s« a2 9 63 310 63 310 0 0 7” 86379 
NC.W 767 40602 s«S29 406 0 284 ae 60759 13 42 2638S 4 0 0 32 «(104 
sc 1,220 215 «176 212 3 39 so 698 22 «(147 120 800 0 0 8 53 
VAE 2.017 859 «426 805 + 381 569s GB 1032 «175 7 0s «G23 0 0 119 202 
vVAw 443 1s 06048 147 7 126 41 039-16 2 46177 810s «574 1 7 34 
wy 156 %6@ 869115 18 0 5 12 «667 2 167 9 750 0 0 an 
wv.s 534 167-313 163 3 72 15 = 689 7 61 700 9 0 0 38 3300 


Table H-5. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Reasons tor Ordering Detention 
Datendants | | | | 
Wath Detention Motions Detention | Flegint and Danger ##§§ Danger to 
Heid hace by” Ordered - aI Danger to Waness Community 
| } 
Crees Wan | ' 
Circuit and District) Activated | Total Pet. | AUSA~ | Cowt | Presumptions | Tots! Pct Tot =| Pct Tota | Pet | Yomi Pet | Tors | Pet 
svw 13.400 6.076 43 5.7383 26 1.212 4.308 722 2 45 1481 Ms 10 2 Ge Ls | 
LAE 447 2 676 275 2 179 249 825 2 12 214 a9 0 0 7 28 
LAM 160 42 263 42 0 4 3 762 - 25.0 - 250 0 0 16 50 0 
LAW 267 126 472 119 7 as ¥ 786 1S 152 5S 556 2 20 27 273 
MS_N yy be M2 67 1 40 41 603 5 122 oe] 46 2 «49 15 ME 
MS.S 373 164 440 162 2 27 116 70.7 21 at 79 68° 0 0 16 138 
TXN 1,795 530 295 503 26 s 272 513 150 561 101 37.1 t 4 20 74 
TXE 742 440 593 414 2 ce a 864 sé 174 231 608 2 5 8 213 
™S 4,605 1,724 374 1.579 144 331 1.139 661 $32 467 $22 458 0 0 as 75 
T™Xw 4812 2.680 557 2,632 4h 206 2.061 769 1 569 76.1 452 219 3 ‘ Kr 18 
6TH 6,163 1,936 314 1875 Bw 742 1.273 658 7s 278.1 te 62.7 4 s 211 166 
KY.E 505 181 35.8 174 7 3 105 58 0 60 571 ra 248 0 0 19 161 
w KYW 557 165 296 | "1 &3 13S 18 10 74 106 785 0 0 19 14.1 
4 MLE 1,423 26 420215 286 5 29 172 562 6 3226 a2 a7? 2 12 32 060-186 
ho 452 173 33 173 0 28 109 630 Le 440 24 220 2 18 cK ) 321 
OHLN 955 277 29.0 272 t 172 239 B63 10 42 220 21 0 0 - 38 
OHS 932 300 32 289 11 195 216 72.0 oe) ae 174 80 6 0 0 23 106 
TE 517 131 253 127 t 8&2 108 a24 - 74 ae 778 2 19 14 13.0 
TM 298 149 50.0 148 0 2 77 517 iT] 234 we 494 2 26 y 247 
™Ww wh 254 47 252 2 i] 112 441 27 241 “4 33 0 0 41 Me 
7™ 3,124 1 Om ago 1 54 474 1 064 723 201 185 ose 5 4 A r. 8 Y 
aN 919 342 372 314 5 76 175 512 “4 25.1 107 611 , 6 23 13.1 
ac 333 231 58 8 209 9 ao 183 792 ut) a7 114 623 0 0 53 230 
aS ot: ] 08 618 307 1 112 237 76.9 73 333 115 485 0 0 43 18.1 
ma 454 rx.) 524 236 ‘ 67 202 9 22 10.9 aS 441 0 0 9 450 
mS 310 145 468 143 ‘ ce) 112 772 4 36 ad wae 1 7 = 7.1 
we 401 142 k 7 | 107 x.) 45 eS 62.7 19 213 67 75.3 0 0 3 34 
a 149 93 624 90 2 55 mE 925 17 198 65 75.6 2 23 2 23 
o™ 4441 1811 08 + 4 114 603 1,291 713 217 168 826 640 3 a 2465 19.9 
ARE 473 ao 169 78 2 19 4“ 550 15 341 15 Me 1 23 13 255 
APR W 186 13 7.0 7 5 6 2 15.4 1 50.0 0 0 0 0 ’ 50 0 
AN Px. 62 26.3 6! 1 17 25 40.3 * 32.0 7 280 0 0 10 40.0 
IAS 373 173 464 167 6 124 133 76.9 10 75 55 414 f - 67 50 4 
wy cowed 332 55.0 332 0 100 241 726 26 116 187 776 0 0 Pas 10.8 
MO.E 783 273 x 265 8 75 23% Met 5 21 230 975 0 0 1 4 
mMO.w 572 26" 456 256 3 74 ee 762 47 226 116 Be) ' 5 “ 176 
NE 483 239 51.0 239 1) 157 182 762 es 21.4 120 449 0 0 23 126 
WO 237 81 M2 ar 0 0 57 704 a 702 10 175 0 0 7 123 
so 508 297 585 207 ay 31 172 579 24 14.0 ~~ 500 0 0 62 cs) 


Reasons jo Ovdenng Oeternon 
Octendants | 
Wah Detennon thonons Oetennon Fiaght ano Danger Oange: to 
btetd Made by” Ordered to Witness Ccammmasnety 
Carceili and District Activated los Pet. | AUSA™ | Cowt  Presuemptions Toss Pct. Tous Pc Tons Pt 3 =§=—ssisoeet = Pct Tom Pc 
om 19,473 114,228 the 13 135 2,168 o2751 S17 5.763 ors 3213 m7 12 | 323 as 
he wz 109 ey 108 (") OD 103 yes > a7 Ce 3 (0) ) 1 10 
AZ 5,213 4750 or. 473 11 724 4252 as 3877 en2 313 74 3 f Br] 14 
CAN ont £42 485 “06 27 17 ee: 314 on 5 2 209 © i) 19 137 
CAE G37 ae S41 780 () 291 6a Mee pyr 2 229 326 1 fl ? 1.0 
CAC 2,701 1 B18 673 1,773 “a 413 1 S03 a27 sie 2 ard 5 t 2 ue 62 
CAS 4 766 723 152 10 72 378 523 280 74.9 wD 238 1 3 7 19 
4 4H 310 71.1 310 1) 181 201 4% cd 1&9 153 76.1 () ) no 50 
iD 218 124 56.9 124 0 oe 106 a5 MM wT 60 36 6 ) ) 12 13 
wr me 106 23.1 73 33 50 oe! Oo 15 278 c) 55 6 (") i) o 67 
NY 887 bX) 60.7 S31 7 63 463 86.1 16e Be 270 SB 3 (") © 29 63 
OF 1 O20 822 80 6 aos 9 8 718 873 153 213 529 73.7 (1) © % 50 
WAE 320 232 725 225 6 ut) 1h 733 o3 505 &3 a5 1 1) ) + 43 
Han 1,033 S06 430 “ag 2 197 420 &30 a 62 360 85.7 £ 10 i: 0) 7.4 
Gua 312 5S 176 52 3 5 cod 836 ® #26 5 10.9 (") © 3 65 
wn 33 t 57 2 fl ) 3 1000 3 00 i} ) © © () O 
16TH 4h 2737 | 2583 61 oe 2875 76.7 972 8S 912 “st § | 185 es 
co 561 360 642 Pa) 1 57 245 6B 148 60 4 73 298 1 £ 23 o4 
KS 611 319 522 318 1 176 Paty ce ad 23 10.8 214 796 © © 26 97 
nit 1,738 1 288 729 1,216 52 106 1 OOO 789 Sy 49 231 23.1 3 3 57 57 
Ow 372 106 285 108 (0) 2n 52 49.1 6 11.5 23 S68 (0) ) 17 327 
OKE 119 10 a4 10 0 7 5 50 0 ) 0) 5 1000 ® © () ) 
OK Ww 678 215 348 2m 2 11 164 76.3 23 140 we 508 2 12 aq 25.0 
UT 55 306 S14 303 2 19 248 aro non a7 1D 524 © f) 17 69 
ny 226 123 S44 120 2 73 92 748 16 17.4 72 783 (") © 4 43 
11TH 7 942 34833 ah et 3576 P. J 1,198 2427 es s2z7 %3 1s 473 - 2 «x2 SA 
aL Mer 74 21.7 73 1 10 12 162 1 a3 + 75.0 © © 2 167 
ALM 246 10 423 101 ") $9 52 50 0 ‘ 77 27 519 0) © 2 «4 
ALS 414 166 40.1 165 1 125 106 soy 2 17 es i) © % 128 
PLN 475 2397 625 292 5 155 250 Mz 2 11.6 157 622 1 £ 6 22 
™ wu 1 $43 1 O22 526 1 OOS 7 229 TRE 75.0 276 360 372 48.6 () i) 118 48=— 15.4 
5S 2,532 1587 627 1264 3 27 1Ona 639 445 439 4 432 5 5 125 124 
GAIN St ap 51.4 431 £ 190 318 724 Tat ott 113 BS x + 61 192 
GAM 721 63 a7 By 7 2 Pi) 635 11 275 24 600 () © 5 125 
GAS 317 aT 256 79 2 13 <9 728 18 5 20 6 (i) © 2D 29 


MOTE THIS TABLE EXOLUIDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS RECOWED 
* EXCLUDES MOTIONS WADE AND LATER DROPPED 
™~ MUSA = ASSISTANT US ATTORMEW 


Table H-6. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Types of Bonds Set for Defendants Released 


as of September 30, 1998 


Type of Bond anata ation 
Detendanis Total Released Personal Unsecured Corporate No Bond Set/ 
Circut and District Heteased: on Bond Recognizance Bond Cash Bond Collateral Surety q Released’ 

TOTAL 28,306 27,706 6017 13,062 2,048 2,643 1,445 66) 

18T o38 031 176 420 128 180 67 7 
Mt 64 62 12 30 2 1 17 2 
MA 393 391 oO 229 16 55 2 2 
NH 77 77 24 52 0 0 1 0 
Ri 31 31 4 17 6 4 0 0 
PR 373 370 46 92 105 90 37 3 

2N0 4,001 4,680 1,312 2,053 476 767 261 42 
cT 203 202 17 153 8 13 11 1 
NY.N 353 320 123 96 17 §1 33 33 
NYE 1,789 1,788 551 724 » 340 143 1 
NY,.S 1,908 1,907 361 683 363 267 33 1 
NY.W 525 523 170 182 58 91 22 2 
vT 123 119 90 16 0 5 9 4 

3RO 2,026 1 984 77 1,206 192 320 By 41 
OE 43 38 8 27 0 3 0 5 
NJ 922 917 65 §32 80 198 42 5 
PAE 594 593 3 410 79 92 9 1 
PAM 181 151 83 48 8 9 3 30 
PAW 204 204 13 159 13 1 15 0 
vi 81 81 5 30 12 14 20 0 

4TH 2,430 2,446 730 1,390 61 92 124 eo 
MO 324 321 231 % 2 43 9 3 
NCE 194 166 82 80 0 3 1 28 
NC.M 87 87 48 12 19 6 2 0 
NCW 525 523 1 513 4 4 1 2 
SC 465 465 4 365 7 4 85 0 
VAE 482 457 M1 102 0 1 13 25 
VA.W 1Q4 192 18 102 29 31 12 2 
WV.N 58 56 2 54 0 0 0 2 
wv.s 101 79 12 66 0 0 1 22 
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Table H-6. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Type of Bond 
Oetendents Total Released Personal Unsecured Corporate No Bond Sev 
Circult and District Reteaved on Bond Recognizance Bond Cash Bona Collate: at Surety Hatessed: 

STW 3,129 3,068 376 1,577 024 > 133 6: 
LAE 167 187 0 81 33 31 12 0 
1AM 66 66 ay 17 0 0 i] 0 
LAW 121 117 28 81 1 3 4 4 
MS.N 53 53 2 1 39 1 0 0 
MS,S 151 1§1 19 119 5 3 5 0 
TX.N 359 307 163 83 18 5 38 52 
TXE 229 228 68 180 3 0 7 1 
™X%,S 816 816 10 381 402 1 22 0 
TX,w 1,177 1,173 37 654 423 14 45 4 

6TH 2,673 2,670 §20 1 B3o 121 78 145 3 
KY.E 244 244 26 197 8 4 4 0 
KYW 182 181 38 138 0 2 3 1 
MLE 671 671 1 644 6 4 6 0 
MI Ww 166 165 4 154 4 0 3 1 
OH,N 353 353 4 307 15 21 1 0 
OH.S 509 509 314 116 22 % 21 0 
TNE 226 226 22 171 10 8 15 0 
TN.M 130 130 21 96 7 3 3 0 
TVW 192 191 75 13 ay 0 Sa 1 

7TH 1,273 1,264 249 621 719 90 2s 9 
1L.N 636 636 32 477 40 4 13 0 
iL.c 144 144 17 123 3 1 0 0 
.s _ 93 1 71 15 1 5 1 
IN.N 172 166 27 131 2 2 4 6 
INS 73 73 59 1 0 0 3 0 
WLE 129 128 90 8 18 12 0 1 
Wiw 25 24 23 0 1 0 0 1 

8TH 1,737 1,619 732 4s 106 31 118 
AR.E 284 284 273 6 2 2 1 0 
AR.W 38 38 4 34 0 0 0 0 
1A.N 117 58 34 23 0 0 1 59 
1A.S 120 120 3 112 2 2 1 0 
MN 213 213 4 201 5 0 3 0 
MO.E 267 267 ] 120 26 100 12 0 
MO.W 233 233 58 162 6 1 6 i) 
NE 248 223 192 19 4 1 7 25 
ND 55 55 54 1 0 0 i) o 
SO 162 128 72 ‘4 0 2 0 34 
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Table H-6. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Type of Bond 
Detendants Total Released Personal Unsecured Corporate No Bond Sev 
Circuit and District Released: on Bond Recognizance Bond Cash Bond Collateral Surety Relessed” 

OTH 5,122 4,928 1,824 1,735 333 808 126 yea 
ARK 73 71 35 24 7 4 1 2 
AZ 708 688 409 161 x 51 33 20 
CA.N 677 655 205 262 72 108 8 22 
CAE 289 289 100 oA 13 107 5 0 
CA.C 1,048 1,048 1§ 612 139 274 « 0 
CAS 760 680 29 379 18 211 43 80 
Hi 188 188 1 157 13 17 0 0 
10 92 89 66 18 2 1 2 3 
MT 138 85 80 5 0 0 0 53 
NV 372 372 323 16 16 10 7 0 
OR 305 305 296 1 2 3 1 0 
WA.E 81 77 51 7 0 2 17 4 
WA.W 274 274 227 14 10 20 3 0 
GUAM 95 86 77 4 5 0 0 9 
NMI 22 21 8 11 2 0 0 1 

10TH 1,349 1,261 363 714 69 $1 64 68 
co 206 206 70 100 17 6 1 0 
KS 151 149 21 114 12 0 2 2 
NM 499 498 143 268 14 40 33 1 
OK.N ay 91 4 80 4 0 3 8 
OK.E 43 43 1 41 0 0 1 0 
OK.W 129 110 67 x 2 1 6 19 
UT 140 a 48 19 1§ 1 7 50 
WY 82 74 a 58 5 1 1 8 

11TH 2,789 2,775 278 1,528 420 121 426 14 
AL.N 84 R4 0 75 0 8 1 0 
AL.M 115 114 1 109 0 3 1 1 
AL.S 133 133 116 6 0 1 10 0 
FL.N 148 147 53 83 2 6 3 1 
FL.M 627 625 4g 382 59 80 55 2 
FL.S 967 965 12 516 194 12 231 2 
GA.N 306 306 3 200 1 8 44 0 
GA.M 444 336 3% 130 138 3 27 8 
GAS 65 65 6 27 26 0 6 0 


NOTE. THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


* INCLUDES CASES DISMISSED 
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Table H-7. 


U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Defendants Received for and Under Supervision 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Detendants Received tor Supervision 
Pretrial Services 
Deotendants Under Oetendants Ovtendants Under 
Supervision as of Total Pretrial Removed Supervision as of 
Circuit and District October 1, 1997 Total Pretrial Services Regula Courtesy Orversion’ From Supervisson Septenbe: 30 1996 

TOTAL 20,882 32,521 29,974 24,523 5,451 2,547 29,147 24,266 

1ST 643 744 710 615 Ly 3 652 735 
vl 33 64 59 55 4 5 51 40 
WMA 278 298 290 231 59 8 306 270 
NH 46 66 62 55 7 4 62 50 
Ri 33 67 66 53 13 1 64 3% 
PR 253 249 233 221 12 16 169 333 

2ND 2,708 2,778 2,570 2,150 420 206 2,389 3,097 
cT 214 187 177 137 40 10 209 192 
NY.N 156 205 199 177 22 6 162 199 
NY.E 1,089 856 765 580 185 91 638 1,107 
NY.S 910 1,131 1,042 895 147 89 838 1,203 
NY.W 279 309 298 279 19 11 273 315 
vT 60 90 89 82 7 1 69 81 

3RO 1,458 1,880 1,625 1,307 318 265 1,636 1,712 
DE 41 55 50 39 11 5 61 35 
NJ 676 873 683 509 174 190 652 897 
PAE 447 583 570 499 71 13 Ned 466 
PAM 73 130 96 82 4 _) 102 101 
PAW 162 155 138 100 38 17 186 131 
vi 59 te 88 78 10 6 71 

4TH 1 O48 3,725 3,320 2,812 508 405 3,502 2,171 
MD 276 624 513 336 177 11 555 345 
NC.E 176 299 253 206 47 46 331 144 
NC.M 105 193 180 119 61 13 182 116 
NC.W 361 401 399 348 51 2 353 409 
sc 398 741 660 590 70 81 673 466 
VAE ott 853 726 670 56 127 787 360 
VA. WwW 210 2393 286 260 26 7 285 218 
WV.N 50 bs 78 70 8 6 +t 40 
Wwv.S 78 237 225 213 12 12 242 73 


Table H-7. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Ootendants Re. erved tor Siqervrsson 
Pretnal Services 
Dotendants Unde: Oedorvabasst Det wdants Under 
Supervisson as of Tota Pretnat Rewuved Swapervuss0n 43 of 
Circult and District October 1, 1997 Tots Pretnal Services Reguiss Cowrtesy Ovversson” From Supervesson Septumine. KE 1 998 

ST 2 Oe 4,706 4 6 3,661 o35 7308 4344 2.966 
LAE 175 218 200 176 24 18 222 171 
LAM 45 78 67 57 10 1 67 3 
LAW 126 103 a 62 R ’ 117 112 
MS_N 35 87 4 81 3 3 7s 47 
MS_S 3) 139 1h 112 22 5 152 a3 
TXN 414 736 713 472 241 43 7357 413 
TKE 155 2688 273 204 6s 15 258 185 
TAS 609 1343 1,318 1.082 236 2 1,148 804 
Tw 849 1,774 1,613 1,415 it] 161 1.548 1,075 

6TH 1 983 3,413 3,183 2 $86 3 Pe) 3,148 2.256 
KY.E 89 209 195 177 18 14 161 137 
KYW 110 2s 213 189 ra) 21 195 149 
MLE 742 1,003 878 812 (3 125 1,108 637 
Mw 108 248 237 221 16 1 223 133 
OH_N 213 428 4 346 Na 28 360 281 
OHS 246 523 519 467 52 4 we 423 
TE 169 299 294 247 47 5 257 211 
™M 117 190 177 199 _ 13 183 124 
™.W 189 279 270 242 28 9 307 161 

7m 817 1,305 1,262 3 rs | a 1,451 1275 
an 384 499 48S 328 157 14 312 571 
ac 72 152 140 125 15 12 114 110 
as 65 147 145 122 23 2 127 8s 
NN 89 149 145 125 P<) « 138 100 
WS 36 124 121 88 3 3 142 78 
WE 61 152 146 133 13 6 121 92 
wiw sO 86 60 72 8 6 97 3 

TH 1,363 2.428 2.069 1246 r—~ } 2.062 1669 
ARE 240 366 315 2738 * 51 274 332 
ARW 45 con 83 ts] 23 1 wr 4g 
AN 62 os SO 13 1 78 ar 
IAS 57 161 153 131 22 8 2 120 
vy 177 254 250 215 KJ) 4 253 178 
MO.E 232 539 402 366 3 137 438 332 
MO.W 239 369 350 317 33 19 373 235 
NE 116 179 167 157 10 12 138 157 
NO “ 104 MM 87 7 10 103 47 
So 89 1 oh 192 184 e 6 196 91 
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Table H-7. (September 30, 1996—Continued) 
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MOTE THES TABLE EXCLUDES DAIA FOR THE DESTRUCT OF COLURABIA 
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U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Defendants With Conditions of Release 


for the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Table H-8. 
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Table H-8. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Type of Release Condition 
Detendants — a — 
with Pretrial Third- Substance Abuse 
Conditions Services Party Testing and — House Electronic Mental 

Circuit and District of Release’ | Supervision | Custody Testing Treatment Sheiter Arrest =| Monitoring Health Other" 
STH 4,047 4 496 127 2,006 694 veo 247 386 W7 3,774 
LAE 161 200 4 23 106 12 i4 32 xr] 48 
LA.M 41 67 0 25 4 0 0 1 1 17 
LAW 81 44 3 24 26 1 y 6 1 65 
MS.N 91 84 2 19 46 2 2 3 6 74 
MS.S 62 134 0 29 6 0 6 1 1 42 
TX.N 686 713 4 276 85 0 23 67 35 §32 
TX.E 248 273 35 141 21 0 43 11 3 192 
TX,S 1,573 1,318 35 731 124 2 46 166 12 1,285 
TX.w 1,904 1,613 34 818 272 182 104 89 24 1,519 
6TH 3,045 3,163 56 1,081 655 RT 160 369 148 2,532 
KY.E 235 195 2 124 "1 1 ? 18 q 168 
KY.W 175 213 4 66 32 0 17 6 9 151 
MLE 817 878 1§ 217 115 1 64 31 711 
MILW 246 237 1 87 75 4 3 22 25 190 
OH.N 407 400 S) 2 254 3 33 113 25 296 
OH,S 527 519 10 306 27 1 13 65 14 492 
TNE 292 294 13 174 45 15 1 11 14 244 
™N.M 180 177 2 50 59 8 20 36 20 147 
TN.W 166 270 0 55 37 0 12 30 1 133 
7TH 1,287 1,262 7 346 336 26 47 158 45 1,021 

1L.N 489 485 ? 95 102 1 17 57 11 447 
L.c 151 140 3 10 79 4 9 0 10 111 
.s 168 145 1 45 20 2 6 17 3 128 
IN.N 136 145 1 55 47 1 6 S) 6 93 
IN.S 112 121 0 53 20 11 1 6 3 76 
WLE 156 146 3 45 51 6 0 58 ? 132 
Wi.w 75 80 2 43 17 1 * 11 5 344 
6TH 2,278 2,069 80 823 647 137 164 114 Be 1,905 
ARE 378 315 1! 157 55 6 3 29 1 305 
AR.W 56 83 6 22 17 0 3 3 2 38 
1A.N 123 63 0 45 37 1 7 4 “ 104 
iA.S 164 153 3 34 31 6 3 5 6 151 
MN 245 250 0 156 32 2 4 16 10 163 
MO.E 441 402 6 0 244 18 31 37 20 388 
MO.W 360 350 s 181 91 29 14 2 13 322 
NE 201 167 5 61 71 42 18 15 12 162 
NO 88 g4 16 60 14 b 10 1 3 79 
SD 222 192 25 77 55 25 71 2 11 193 
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Table H-8. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Type of Retease Condition 
Detendants 
with Pretrial Third- Substance Abuse 
Conditions Services Party Vesting and House Electronic itental 

Circuit and District ot Release” Supervision Custody Testing Treatment Sheiter Arrest Monitoring Health Other** 
oTH §,241 5,580 100 1,498 1,180 295 293 397 240 4,596 

ARK 146 119 3 7 21 0 12 11 0 139 
AZ 874 825 22 399 174 yo 64 60 12 810 
CA.N 350 545 13 66 103 3% 12 s4 13 288 
CAE 320 323 1 75 58 2 21 4 26 290 
CA.C 1,368 1,368 8 357 168 3% 45 37 Kt) 1.347 
CAS 582 825 3 71 274 15 6 19 32 244 
HI 203 197 6 87 40 30 59 53 17 181 
10 79 76 2 10 x} 1 3 18 4 74 
mT 191 137 15 89 16 0 25 4 10 167 
NV M7 327 10 62 60 13 13 45 18 312 
OR 303 298 3 105 102 32 16 49 32 279 
WA.E 112 120 0 20 3% 1 13 5 2 ol 
WA.W 279 316 1 83 64 39 2 31 42 232 
GUAM 61 77 2 % 9 0 2 2 0 89 
NMI 26 27 1 21 2 0 0 0 0 50 
10TH 2,055 1,752 60 487 499 443 72 127 Cy 1,708 

co 300 279 5 62 102 28 1 1§ 10 272 
KS 189 194 1 % 97 14 16 8 25 169 
NM 827 669 48 207 80 361 22 68 5 676 
OK.N 217 184 1 3 113 3 1 19 25 183 
OK.E 71 67 3 28 24 1 10 8 3 50 
OK.W 139 137 i) 53 Aa 0 4 2 4 105 
uT 220 158 1 b4 23 3% 17 7 13 188 
wy 92 b4 1 4 16 0 1 0 1 65 
11TH 3,762 3,407 62 1,372 $41 32 334 258 72 3,120 
AL.N 135 150 1 100 0 3 6 19 4 70 
AL.M 171 170 3 110 4 1 4 20 6 147 
AL.S 222 174 13 40 87 1 39 22 16 160 
FL.N 168 151 7 73 16 1 1 19 3 110 
FL.M 950 822 23 384 60 4 88 53 16 796 
FL.S 1,085 1,021 1 230 187 19 129 59 13 983 
GA.N 542 488 0 231 26 3 12 23 a 465 
GA.M 305 258 1 70 147 0 13 9 2 227 
GAS 184 173 13 1M 14 0 32 Mu 6 162 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS RECEIVED 
“INCLUDES RESTRICTIONS ON TRAVEL. PLACE OF ABODE. POSSESSION OF FIREARMS. PERSONAL ASSOCIATION. CURFEW, ETC 
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Table H-9. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Release and Detention 
for the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Detained Never Detained 
Percent of | Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of 

Circuit and District Cases’ Total Cases Tote Cases Total Cases Total | Cases Total Cases 
TOTAL 72,912 48 904 67.1 36,880 50.6 10,142 13.9 1,882 2.6 24,008 32.9 

1ST 1,924 1,244 64) oer $1.3 216 11.2 41 2.1 680 35.3 

wat 179 108 603 69 38.5 27 15.1 12 67 71 39.7 
MA 669 403 602 304 454 89 133 10 1.5 266 39.8 
NH a) 11 57.2 89 459 13 67 9 46 83 428 
Ri 146 106 726 88 603 14 9.6 4 27 40 274 
PR 73% 516 70.1 437 594 73 99 6 8 220 29.9 
2N0 5,882 3,429 58.3 2,361 40.1 978 16.6 90 1.5 2,453 41.7 

cT 292 129 442 85 29.1 37 127 7 24 163 558 
NY.N 681 484 71.1 256 37.6 224 32.9 4 6 197 28.9 
NY.E 1,860 1,325 712 502 384 206 6 4 535 286.8 
NY.S 2.345 1,193 50.9 923 39.4 2% 10.1 K.) 14 1,152 49.1 
NY.W 538 227 422 122 227 79 47 26 48 311 57.8 
vT 166 71 428 42 25.3 18 108 "1 66 95 572 
3RO 3,221 1,829 48 1,329 41.3 417 12.9 83 2.6 1,382 43.2 

DE 136 67 493 58 426 6 44 3 22 69 50.7 
NJ 1,109 597 538 414 37.3 154 13.9 29 26 512 46.2 
PAE 1,025 597 58.2 407 39.7 167 163 23 22 428 418 
PAM 32 179 52.3 130 38.0 3% 10.5 13 38 163 477 
PAW 279 112 40.1 69 247 29 104 14 5.0 167 59.9 
vi 330 277 83.9 251 76.1 25 76 1 3 53 16.1 
4TH 6,733 3,713 $5.1 2,306 34.2 1,031 15.3 376 5.6 3,020 449 

MD 720 428 594 244 33.9 171 23.8 13 18 292 406 
NCE 832 337 405 249 239 53 64 35 42 495 59.5 
NC.M 338 264 78.1 199 589 47 139 18 53 74 219 
NC.W 730 475 65.1 304 416 159 218 12 16 255 x9 
Sc 1,105 616 557 389 35.2 143 129 a4 76 489 443 
VAE 1,917 1,044 S45 602 314 316 165 126 66 873 455 
VA.W 421 256 60.8 161 38.2 82 19.5 13 31 165 39.2 
WV.N 154 84 545 3% 23.4 1 71 37 240 70 455 
Wwv.S 516 209 405 122 23.6 49 95 38 74 307 595 
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Table H-9. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Ovetasned Neve: Detained 
Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of 
Circuit and District Cases‘ Totai Cases Tota | Cases Tota Cases Totai | Cases Total Cases 
STH 12,720 9,815 77.2 7577 $9.6 1,931 18.2 307 24 2,905 228 
LAE 421 ond 722 232 55.1 69 164 3 7 117 278 
LAM 157 58 %9 ae 25.5 14 8&9 4 25 99 63.1 
LAW 254 162 638 1s 528 «<2 87 6 24 92 3% 2 
MS_N 168 11 590 80 426 23 122 - 43 77 410 
MS.S 353 207 586 1§1 428 43 122 13 37 146 414 
TX.N 1,651 1,202 728 703 426 457 27.7 42 25 449 27.2 
TXE 674 463 687 353 524 74 11.0 « 53 211 313 
TS 4,331 3,592 82.9 2.953 68 2 544 126 95 22 739 17.1 
T™Xw 4.691 3.716 792 2.931 625 685 146 100 21 975 208 
6TH 5,841 2,538 43.5 1,679 28.7 643 11.0 216 37 3.303 56S 
KY.E 490 237 484 138 26.2 83 169 16 33 253 516 
KYW 535 191 35.7 149 279 33 62 9 17 4d 643 
MIE 1,367 455 33.3 280 205 141 10.3 MM 25 912 66.7 
MLW 425 226 53.2 128 3.1 67 158 31 73 199 468 
OH.N 903 385 426 274 303 65 72 46 5.1 518 574 
OH.S 948 M7 36 238 25.1 88 93 21 22 601 63.4 
™.E 480 275 57.3 204 425 3% 75 35 73 205 427 
™.M 259 149 57.5 104 402 35 13.5 10 39 110 425 
™N.W ik 273 62.9 164 378 35 219 14 32 161 37.1 
7TH 2,065 1,782 62.2 1,289 45.0 429 15.0 64 22 1,083 378 
LN 779 355 45.6 263 33.8 88 13 4 5 424 544 
Lc 373 235 63.0 171 45.8 53 142 11 29 13 37.9 
Ls ahs 396 818 247 510 137 283 12 25 cs) 182 
INN 35 
INS aM 
Wie 
wiw 
8TH 
ARE 
AR.W 
IAN 
IAS 
MN 
MO.E 
MO.W 
NE 
ND 
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Table H-9. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Detaned eve: Detaned 
| and 
Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of 

Carcy we») Dastrici Cases" Tota Cases Total | Cases Tots Cases Tota Cases Total Cases 
oT 16,024 14,376 738 11 Bes 6.9 2.268 126 224 12 3,648 20.2 

AK 291 135 464 9 xO 31 107 5 17 156 536 
AZ 4,982 4.700 942 4,139 829 548 11.0 13 3 232 58 
CAN 785 418 53.2 276 352 133 169 : 11 M7 468 
CAE 829 703 B48 58 70.1 117 141 5 6 126 152 
CA.C 2,190 1,459 66 6 1,197 547 240 11.0 22 1.0 731 33.4 
CAS 4,627 4,150 897 3,474 75.1 594 128 82 18 477 10.3 
Hi 419 301 718 98 473 Ee) 236 4 1.0 118 28.2 
iD oe 113 582 BO 412 25 129 . 41 81 418 
MT 341 182 53.4 126 37.6 44 12S 12 35 159 466 
NW 751 468 623 31 48.1 66 11.5 21 28 283 37.7 
OR 977 797 81.6 597 611 185 189 15 15 180 184 
WAE 297 231 778 182 61.3 42 14.1 7 24 66 222 
WwAWw 972 472 486 357 36.7 e ] 10.1 17 1.7 500 514 
GUAM 307 215 70.0 133 629 19 62 3 10 92 30.0 
Std 52 32 615 24 462 7 13.5 1 19 20 38.5 
10TH 4,563 2,983 65.6 2.225 468 649 142 119 26 1,570 4 

co 495 323 65.3 216 436 co 194 11 22 172 M7 
KS 541 324 59.9 246 455 57 105 21 39 217 40.1 
Od 1 696 1,257 74.1 phe 558 233 17.3 18 1.1 439 25.9 
OKLN M2 236 65.2 171 472 43 119 22 61 126 Mae 
OKLE 99 a 414 29 293 ? 7.1 5 5.1 56 ad 
OK.W 576 200 M7 142 247 47 82 11 19 376 65.3 
uT 573 468 817 377 658 71 124 20 35 105 183 
wy 221 144 652 fe 443 35 158 11 50 77 «8B 
11TH 6.945 4,583 60 3 464 495 13.1 210 3.0 2.362 uo 
ALN 303 127 419 82 27.1 18 59 27 89 176 58.1 
ALUW 235 135 57.4 65 27.7 48 204 22 Le 100 426 
ALS 390 257 65.9 164 421 73 187 20 5.1 133 341 
FLN cz) 298 68.7 232 535 48 11.1 iT] 41 136 313 
FLM 1,718 1,206 70.2 Sar 8 226 13.2 39 23 512 298 
FLS 2,159 1,712 79.3 1,357 629 329 152 26 12 447 20.7 
GAN 710 477 67.2 355 50.0 105 148 17 24 233 328 
GAM 695 199 286 134 19.3 43 62 22 32 496 714 
GAS 301 172 57.1 1 445 19 63 19 63 129 429 


NOTE THES TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS RECEIVED 
* DAA REPRESENT DEFENDANTS WHOSE CASES WERE ACTIVATED AND WHO UNDERWENT HEARINGS DURUNG THIS PERIOD WWCLUIDES CASES DiSwiSSED 
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Table H-9A. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Detention Summary: Days and Costs 
for the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


| Betore bests! Hearweg After webs Hear wag Postadipeadine Siow: 
Totes 
Coens Deamon 
Carcelt and Dusenct Cones Costs detendents Opys Costs Detgdants Deoys Costs Oetendantrs Oeyzs Costs 
TOTAL “seo $340,011 813 77 338 36224 $3,227,154 33,737 3.388.367 $183,531 856 yw 2,957,552  %$162,253,509 
1ST 1,748 $16,197 376 04 ost 58354 \ ee 161 667 $9,608,431 771 191,955 $6,547,191 
wae 164 885,615 oo 91 4 64t $3 7,350 400,350 87 9.424 480 624 
aA oss 7,110,840 141 203 12,180 413 76,425 4,585,500 273 41,886 2,513,160 
ter 167 981 000 3 6 300 a bbe 472,200 78 10,170 508.500 
Rg 149 964.100 18 3 1,250 33 9,476 473,800 ao 9.781 483,050 
PR 575 6,256,421 232 53 31,983 x] 58,412 3,668, 581 253 40 654 2.555, 857 
2awD $311 $45,823,233 4 680 2,589 $161,851 2.798 316.483 528.305.584 1,788 063. 906 $25. 356.508 
CT Maes 2.654 584 Ke) 53 3,606 148 17,973 1 222,164 100 21,012 1 428, B16 
NY_N AK #4 3,685,360 133 313 21,910 316 33,110 2,317,700 73 19,225 1,345,750 
NY_E 1,769 15,292 160 749 1,136 72,704 1,123 97,413 6234 432 723 140,391 8 985 024 
NYS 1,977 18,599,214 605 757 43,149 936 134, 569 7 670,433 botie} 190,976 10,885,632 
NY Ww 552 4,753,217 73 143 13,585 188 28,214 2. S64 227 133 22,839 2.175.405 
vt 137 G38 68 & 107 6.099 4h 5,204 296 628 | 9,403 535.971 
3AD 2.462 $17 983,314 a) 3.453 $162,384 1616 162 6 $9,279.60 * Ot 164954 $8,541.329 
DE 170 817,550 41 Ed 4,900 88 6614 330,700 71 9,639 481 350 
MS 1235 5,347 BOO 325 2.776 124,320 508 61,779 2,780,055 355 54285 2 442 B25 
PAE 1,086 7,912,199 47 124 7,055 547 72,837 4,115,505 327 66,672 3,783,539 
PAM Mes 1,734,975 47 111 6,467 131 14,261 832,274 103 15,357 836 234 
PAW 2B1 906 600 23 €2 2 480 121 16,039 641 560 6 6 4 262 560 
vi Ko 1,264,190 182 282 16, 562 215 11,078 579,516 75 11,537 668,112 
4TH 6.746 $25,733,997 1 704 3.080 $155,296 3,138 243 Mee $12,213,125 2.2398 275,125 $14370,375 
we 781 3,617,670 108 202 12, 694 ced 35,953 2.257 B58 203 21,451 1,347,118 
NCE 735 1,969,875 33 141 6345 252 18,153 816 BBS 225 25,481 1,146,645 
nC MM 306 1,904,943 71 135 7,925 215 10,376 6% 302 159 21,550 1,280,716 
NCW 600 4 649 380 135 253 15,686 323 23,534 1 831,108 201 45,203 2 B02 SBE 
sc 1,173 3,795,470 18 BS 13,685 543 52, B16 1 B48 SH 437 55,235 1,933,225 
VAE 1,930 6,691,999 277 649 40,792 926 46,107 2,895,520 658 59.804 3.735,687 
VAW 418 2,079,565 Toe 1,103 48207 219 29,265 962 419 ie 23,822 1,068 SG 
wv 201 871 395 1g nt 1 462 ba 9,818 422,174 ge 10,413 447 739 
wv.s fae 1,159,700 109 1&2 9,100 190 10 B46 542 300 13% 12. 166 608 300 
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Table H-9A. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Betore Initial Hearing After initial Hearing Postadjudication 
Total 
Cases Detention 

Circuit and District Closed Costs ODetendants Days Costs Detendanits Days Costs Detendants Days Costs 
OTH 17,171 $94,000,259 10,145 21,017 $1,410,127 11,004 026,010 $53,076,144 6,218 627 662 $38,710,068 
AK 305 1,619,428 109 184 19 642 129 7,159 762,867 89 7,854 836,919 
AZ 4,555 19,790,970 3,437 5,277 300,789 3.214 202,258 11,528,706 1,644 139,675 7,961,475 
CA.N 965 8,228,775 190 497 41,730 596 69,819 4,766,785 283 50.815 3,420,260 
CAE 954 6,306,750 528 1,020 51,000 808 94,337 4,716,850 265 30,778 1,538,900 
CAC 2,162 11,780,312 938 1,667 91,685 1,248 117,300 6,412,917 705 95,922 5,275,710 
CAS 4,215 23,936,098 3,731 8.216 500,560 3,807 262,881 14,815,971 1,673 148.325 8,619,567 
HI 316 4,506,787 129 231 22,900 215 15,223 1,509,971 189 30,180 2,975,916 
10 183 513,072 57 97 4,074 Ww 6.644 279,048 60 5.475 229,950 
MT 367 1,264,271 119 277 12,095 173 17,996 783,200 13 10,776 468,976 
NV 877 5,040,786 342 556 34,472 371 42,237 2,618,694 298 38,510 2,387,620 
OR 850 4,926,000 227 416 24,960 642 55.696 3,341,760 297 25,988 1,559,280 
WA.E 246 1,080,300 69 253 15,180 196 10,754 645,240 93 6,998 419,880 
WA.W 824 2,311,122 59 110 6,501 329 17,068 1,010,620 230 21,916 1,294,001 
GUAM 315 2.644 954 71 2,150 278,929 143 5,687 728,741 99 13,203 1,637,284 
NMI 37 147,634 19 66 5,610 24 951 56,774 10 1,247 85,250 
10TH 4,416 $23,222,142 1,704 3,851 $234,881 2,575 254,646 $13,970,219 1,604 186,669 $9,017,042 
co 498 2,198,508 186 MI 17,732 315 26.815 1,394,380 155 15,123 786 396 
KS 629 2,927,898 190 452 26,216 297 25,981 1,506,898 227 24.048 1,394,764 
NM 1,423 9,976,144 969 2,264 153,952 1,023 79,740 5,422,320 589 64,704 4,399,872 
OK.N 328 677,840 24 4 1.640 173 7,702 308 080 92 9,203 368,120 
OK.E 107 277,868 53 119 4,879 49 2,605 106,649 a4 4,063 166,340 
OK.W 731 3,741,984 117 248 11,162 228 68,305 3,056,992 147 14.974 673,830 
uT 514 2,717,300 101 184 9,200 385 35,790 1,789,500 281 18,372 918,600 
wy 186 704 600 na 202 10,100 105 7,708 355,400 79 6,182 309, 100 
11TH 7,442 $29,893,670 2,484 4,197 $185,886 4,028 339,459 $14,948,962 3,131 338,972 $14,758,822 
AL.N 405 797,900 50 96 4,800 145 8.623 431,150 88 7,239 361,950 
AL.M 224 743,149 50 66 3,300 86 8.533 414.149 63 6.514 325,700 
AL.S 453 1,571,584 140 228 7,296 292 16,101 §15,232 222 32.783 1,049,056 
FL.N 457 1,840,693 100 189 7,045 291 19.191 717,745 252 29,837 1,115,903 
FL.M 1,886 7,732,518 418 632 27,176 1,229 90,212 3,879,116 941 88.982 3,826 226 
FL.S 2.214 13,403,697 1,127 1,983 102,830 1,293 132,290 6,847,372 1,069 124.681 6,453,495 
GA.N 788 2,058,309 298 468 15.444 401 37,750 1,245,750 216 24,155 797,115 
GA.M 641 929,730 182 340 11,560 140 15,401 523.634 105 11,604 394 536 
GAS 374 816,090 119 195 6,435 151 11,358 374.814 175 13,177 434 841 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS 


Table H-10. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Bail Review Hearings Held 
for the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Types of Review Hearings Held 

Total Bau Review at Review Review Violation Judicial 

Circuit end District Hearings Heid Detention Review Conviction at Sentence on Appee! Review Order 
TOTAL 162,494 38,429 16,048 46,522 49,676 92 3,393 6.434 

1sT 3,222 900 405 1,072 $65 3 69 we 

ME 412 77 32 143 152 0 7 1 
MA 1,141 399 76 480 96 3 46 41 
NH 406 103 14 139 135 0 12 3 
Ri 424 91 91 97 120 0 14 "1 
PR 839 320 192 213 62 0 10 42 
2N0 16,398 3,384 3,591 3.641 4,057 14 284 1,487 

cT 839 86 182 271 277 0 12 1 
a NY.N 1,542 495 96 410 466 0 23 52 
2 NY.E 6,173 1,458 1.448 1,085 1,273 10 51 848 
NY.S 6.381 1,130 1,717 1,517 1.483 4 61 469 
NY.W 1,131 155 133 262 447 0 80 54 
vT 332 60 15 96 111 0 27 23 
3RO 7,887 1,718 761 2,156 2,487 6 126 633 

DE 353 58 19 121 139 0 10 6 
NJ 2.739 592 470 591 633 0 39 414 
PA.E 2.685 607 207 761 900 3 56 151 
PAM 734 123 22 233 305 1 “ 41 
PAW 507 100 12 164 228 2 0 1 
vi 869 238 31 286 282 0 12 20 
4TH 15,225 2,876 1,575 4,663 5,161 10 4s4 466 

MD 1,652 493 108 456 507 4 48 % 
NC.E 1,590 289 23 594 648 0 14 22 
NC.M 809 245 135 177 247 0 1 4 
NC.W 1,696 410 206 430 500 1 82 67 
sc 2,086 215 242 611 867 2 127 22 
VA.E 4,362 857 210 1,467 1.491 1 95 241 
VA.W 1,339 171 392 361 342 2 30 41 
WV.N 433 18 48 132 172 0 28 35 
wv.s 1,258 178 211 435 387 0 29 18 
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Table H-10. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Types of Review Hearings Held owned 
Total Baw Review at Review Rewew Veotator Judec tal 

Circuit and District Hearings Held Detention Review Conviction at Sentence on Appeal Revew Ovder 

STW 27,145 6,120 2,531 6.169 6,921 7 as 1,042 

LAE 1,154 304 144 337 358 0 9 2 
LAM 262 43 6 93 113 0 2 5 
LAW 542 125 7 174 224 0 5 7 
MS.N MY 69 24 109 129 0 12 0 
MS.S 801 164 99 260 254 0 19 5 
TAN 3,900 526 551 1.192 1,133 2 50 446 
TXE 1,712 444 ‘gd 554 565 2 40 13 
TAS 8.531 1,726 889 2.625 3,002 4 66 219 
TX.w 9,900 2,719 717 2.825 3,143 . 142 345 
6TH 11,972 1,066 1,826 3,629 4,025 1 290 245 

KY.E 993 164 o4 318 359 0 xt) 38 
KYW 1,035 170 203 315 326 0 13 8 
Mi.E 2.177 307 446 607 728 1 ae 39 
MIWw 1,294 166 381 357 351 0 28 1 
OH.N 1,846 282 124 600 714 0 95 31 
On.S 1,958 304 381 643 604 0 0 26 
TN.E 935 144 50 319 372 0 37 23 
™\.M 541 150 42 128 160 0 26 35 
TN.W 1.193 259 135 M2 411 0 12 A 
7TH 6,227 1,511 743 1,631 1.904 6 Pat V3 

1L.N 1,462 M9 103 523 463 4 6 14 
uc 703 233 6c 161 214 2 18 15 
“Ss 1,173 297 46 402 377 0 23 28 
INN 880 242 110 208 294 0 4 12 
InN.S 690 148 135 175 218 0 14 0 
Wie 890 141 239 227 207 0 18 61 
wiw 429 101 50 135 131 0 6 6 
6TH 9,973 1,817 1,442 2,927 3,124 2 we 183 

ARE B04 739 114 285 2398 0 22 6 
AR.W 279 13 16 111 127 0 5 7 
1A.N 476 61 62 154 176 2 14 7 
1A.S 677 175 28 222 228 0 24 o 
MN 1.288 331 123 382 369 t] 43 40 
MOo.E 1,735 274 128 528 $77 0 226 2 
MO.W 1,595 258 435 422 433 0 35 12 
NE 980 238 162 195 273 0 63 493 
NO 6s aa 128 197 206 0 10 Ss 
so 1,505 304 246 431 437 0 66 21 
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Table H-10. (September 30, 1996—Continued) 


| Types of Reveew Heanngs Hetd 
Tote Ben Heview at Revere Reveew Weokeon Jutiec sad 

Circut and District ttearmngs Meta Oertentoon Rewerw Comaceon wt Sentence on Appeal Keven Osu 

oTH 37,917 11,500 3,870 9,784 11,343 7 99 b04 

AK 765 122 124 224 227 0 8 60 
az 12,882 4,769 233 3.596 4.003 2 122 77 
CA.N 1,455 457 166 313 351 ‘ 18 146 
CA.E 2.356 733 147 $92 738 1 3 3 
CA.C 4,164 1,618 229 “96 1.250 2 31 36 
CAS 6.672 e14 1,466 1,648 2.326 1 11 106 
Hi 1,017 316 146 177 253 ) 26 9 
io 757 126 316 153 139 0 10 13 
Li 805 107 119 255 272 0 30 22 
NV 1,796 536 465 454 246 2 40 53 
OR 2.447 626 236 536 602 0 67 Be 
WALE 653 229 ) 164 202 1 1 6 
WA.w 2,037 508 90 617 657 ‘4 69 72 
GUAM 210 56 11 53 73 0 13 4 
NMI 23 3 12 4 4 0 0 0 
10TH 10,525 2,715 ow 3.620 2,697 7 262 1,610 

co 907 362 a4 MS “4 2 37 33 
KS 1,443 323 93 482 478 0 50 17 
NM 3.955 1.264 183 822 Be 2 68 735 
OK.N 782 106 cry 251 206 0 14 117 
OK.E 207 11 40 77 66 0 6 5 
OK.wW 1,158 218 “4 379 420 1 29 67 
uT 1,394 307 109 478 43% 0 “4 22 
a 679 124 173 186 166 2 14 14 
11TH 16,003 . O47 1,390 4,630 $382 9 370 376 

AL_N 743 74 au“ 303 328 0 1 3 
AL.M 474 104 23 156 170 1 . "1 
AL.S 1.281 165 264 367 304 0 ~ 61 
FL.N 1,074 237 38 300 400 2 20 17 
FL.M 4 086 1,032 295 1.049 1,473 2 180 55 
FL.S 4.675 1,580 369 1,035 1,507 1 45 138 
GA.N 1,710 445 60 589 542 0 24 50 
GAM 1,437 65 289 525 501 3 39 15 
GAS $23 a 18 ee 77 0 22 2 


NOTE THES TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Table H-11. 


U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Defendants With Bail Violations 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Totai Wan Wn 


Total | Felony 


With § Wh | With Three 


Tota One Te 


Total 


Cases 
Circuit and District §Ciosed” Released’ 


114 


1,741 1,619 


53070 2.47 


3,211 


TOTAL 


2 

6 
67 
26 
1 
16 


7 
88 
375 
101 
4 
181 


7 
0 
oO 
6 
4 
7 
0 


115 
7 

7 
26 
25 
g 


6s 

2 
14 
15 
‘4 
x 1) 
10 


128 
12 
14 
x) 
3 
33 

9 


ot) 
16 
21 
31 
K +4 
32 
8 


gRceesn 


7 
3 
10 
24 
9 
6 
t 


74 


14 
3 
2 
0 
0 
1 


10 
4 
0 
0 
0 
4 


160 
25 
10 

1 
13 
26 


18 
14 


47 
20 


W4 


129 


139 
x) 


1,216 
270 


1,930 
418 


4) 21 11 
12 


147 


201 


21 


Totas 


Detendcants Wan Crwmmnai Charge Viotsnons 


12 
12 
31 
11 


14 
47 


10 


12 
114 


1 Ooe 


Table H-11. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


14 
af 


a 8 


1,156 
1,551 
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17 


4 


15 
12 
16 
17 


14 


13 
12 
ue 
10 
14 
19 


12 
18 
15 
14 
14 
13 
14 


15 
10 
12 
10 
14 
13 
15 
10 
47 
21 


14 
14 
14 
10 
11 


19 


71 
10 
11 
31 
11 
19 
12 
13 
19 


41 
19 
13 
11 
47 
14 


a1 


175 
166 
148 


319 
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Table H-11. (September 30, 1998-—Continued) 


Circult and District 


oTh 
AK 
AZ 
CA.N 
CALE 
CA,C 
CA.S 
al 
iD 
MT 
NV 
OR 
WA.E 
WA.W 
€ JAM 
NM! 


10TH 
CO 
KS 
NM 
OK,N 
OK,E 
OK.W 
UT 
wy 


11TH 
AL.N 
AL.M 
AL.S 
FL.N 
FL.M 
FL.S 
GA,.N 
GA.M 
GAS 


Cases 
Closed’ 


Wee 
405 
4,555 
965 
954 
2,162 
4.215 
316 
163 
67 
877 
850 
246 
824 
315 
37 


4,416 


Total 
Reieased’ 


5,939 
109 
769 
541 
207 
955 
140 
158 

94 
253 
506 
273 
100 
504 
152 


18 


2,474 
283 
400 
692 
189 

66 
521 
215 
108 


3,800 
288 
174 
261 
189 
897 
804 
418 
522 
227 


Total 


Defendants With Violations 


With With With Tiree 
One Two or More 

427 203 263 
4 1 4 
63 62 44 
62 20 19 
13 18 16 
25 43 24 
125 43 An 
11 12 H 
4 1 3 
y 16 12 
4 12 26 
13 26 27 
; 4 5 
27 24 38 
34 11 9 
2 0 0 
230 136 130 
26 12 25 
33 27 20 
86 49 a1 
32 14 16 
4 1 2 
17 11 15 
21 20 17 
11 2 4 
225 201 251 
6 5 0 
3 8 2 
18 27 23 
13 13 8 
79 44 99 
49 43 59 
12 18 7 
23 31 34 
22 12 19 


Total 


143 


Total 
Felony 


With 
Drugs 


-~ &-—- wWraenwa @ 


o 
— 


Felony 
With 
Weapons 


With 
Violence 


Total 
Misdemeanor 


Defendants With Criminal Charge Violations 


with 
Drugs 


Misdemeanor 
With 
Weapons 


ooo o coco coc 9S 


With 
Violence 


a 


ovwvcnodocd-- coc — WF 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
* INCLUDES CASES DISMISScLU 


Table H-11A. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Circumstances Involved in Technical Violations 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Type of Technical Violation Reported Circumstances involved 
Defendants 
With Technical Failure to Helease Electronic Residential 

Circult and District Violations Appear Conditions Other Drugs Violence Weapons Reporting Monitoring Treatment Other 
TOTAL 4,777 636 3,623 116 2,477 1 41 205 201 138 1,704 

1ST 67 12 74 1 50 0 0 8 4 0 25 

Mt 4 1 } 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 
MA 47 4 43 0 26 0 0 7 } 0 11 
NH 20 A 16 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 H 
Rl ) 0 ) 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 1 
PR H } 4 1 2 0 0 1 1 0 4 
2ND 238 60 162 6 67 1 1 7 13 1 128 

CT 23 1 22 0 a) 0 0 0 0 0 15 
NY.N 42 } 39 0 29 0 0 1 1 ! 10 
Ne NY 50 25 21 4 "1 1 0 1 ! 0 6 
m NY.S 51 7 19 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 40 
NY.W 54 19 M4 1 20 0 0 2 10 0 22 
VT 18 1 17 0 8 0 1 4 1 0 5 
3RD 179 46 105 2 77 0 3 3 12 3 81 

DE 7 2 5 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 3 
NJ 17 15 22 0 10 0 0 0 6 0 21 
PAE 83 23 33 27 35 0 2 0 4 3 39 
PAM 24 2 22 0 18 0 0 0 0 0 6 
PAW 13 3 10 0 6 0 0 0 2 0 5 
Vi 15 1 13 1 5 0 1 2 0 0 7 
4TH 681 41 633 7 408 2 3 22 46 10 190 

MD 107 4 103 0 62 0 1 11 11 10 12 
NC.E 29 5 24 0 15 0 0 1 2 0 11 
NC .M 6 0 6 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 
NCW 4) 1 40 0 21 0 0 0 6 0 14 
SC 117 11 103 3 72 0 0 4 rf) 0 13 
VALE 296 18 276 2 177 0 1 5 15 0 98 
VA.W 20 1 19 0 14 2 0 1 0 0 3 
WV.N 30 1 27 2 19 0 1 0 2 0 8 
WV.S 36 0 35 0 25 0 0 0 2 0 8 
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Table H-11A. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Type of Technical Violation Reported Circumstances involved 
Detendanis 
With Technical Failure to Release Electronic | Residential 

Circuit and District Violations Appear Conditions Other Drugs Violence Weapons Reporting Monitoring Treatment Other 
5TH 701 193 497 1 324 1 2 23 24 20 307 

LA.E 37 0 30 7 18 1 1 13 2 1 1 
LA,M 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
LA.W 4 2 § 1 3 0 0 1 0 0 4 
MS,.N 5 0 Ns) 0 ? 0 0 0 0 0 3 
MS,S 21 2 19 0 11 0 1 1 1 0 7 
TX.N 83 23 60 0 4) 0 0 1 5 0 16 
TX.E 47 3 43 1 34 0 0 0 0 4 
TX,S 108 35 72 1 42 0 0 5 1 60 
TX.W 392 128 263 | 173 0 0 11 18 188 
6TH 446 65 36. 3 240 1 5 b 22 2 170 

KY.E 40 10 30 0 18 0 0 } 1 0 18 
KYW 23 3 20 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 7 
MILE 93 30 62 1 43 1 0 0 2 0 47 
- MI,.W 50 13 37 0 29 0 1 0 0 0 20 
S OH,N 88 10 78 0 45 0 1 1 13 ( 28 
OHn,.S 54 9 45 0 37 0 0 0 4 0 13 
™N.E 35 1 32 2 21 0 } 1 1 1 8 
TN.M 25 5 20 0 10 0 0 1 0 1 13 
™N.W 38 4 34 0 21 0 0 0 1 0 16 
7TH 161 24 133 4 76 0 3 4 20 3 55 

1L,N 20 3 16 1 8 0 1 1 2 0 8 
IL,C 22 3 19 0 y 0 1 1 0 1 10 
iL.S 34 8 26 0 15 0 1 1 4 0 13 
IN.N 15 6 i) 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 10 
INS 11 1 10 0 6 0 0 0 1 0 4 
WILE 37 2 34 1 22 0 0 0 8 2 5 
Wwi,w 22 1 19 2 11 0 0 1 5 ( 5 
8TH 487 42 437 8 308 1 6 4 5 19 139 

ARK.E 84 2 82 0 67 0 1 0 0 1 15 
AR .W 5 0 5 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 1 
1A,N 30 1 28 1 24 1 0 2 0 1 2 
IAS 25 5 20 0 16 0 1 1 0 0 7 
MN 42 13 29 0 14 0 0 0 1 0 27 
MO.E 117 q 108 0 69 0 3 0 } 3 39 
MO.W 73 3 70 0 53 0 1 0 0 6 13 
NE 39 5 34 0 26 0 0 0 0 6 
ND 9 3 6 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 5 
SD 63 1 55 7 32 0 0 6 0 1 24 
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Table H-11A. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Type of Technical Violation Reported Circumstances Involved 
Defendants 
With Technical Fallureto Release Electronic Residential 

Circuit and District Violations Appear Conditions Other Drugs Violence Weapons Reporting Monitoring Treatment | Other 
OTW 6290 161 642 36 437 3 3 67 26 33 260 
AK 20 3 17 0 i) 0 0 0 0 1 10 
AZ 143 24 117 2 77 0 0 3 2 12 49 
CA,N 79 7 61 11 Au 0 1 4 4 4 13 
CALE 34 10 22 ? 14 0 0 0 0 0 20 
CAC 61 14 46 1 25 0 1 1 / ; 410 
CAS 184 49 124 1 103 3 0 37 2 0 19 
HI 41 1 30 0 17 0 0 0 2 } 4 
iD 7 3 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 j 

MT ‘1 6 25 0 19 0 1 0 2 1 
NV 13 8 24 1 13 0 0 1 3 1 15 
OR 70 8 62 0 44 0 0 1 3 0 22 
WA.E 10 1 4 0 4 0 0 1 1 0 4 
WA,W 76 14 55 7 25 0 0 0 5 H 38 
GUAM 48 3 44 1 13 0 0 14 1 0 0 
Nef NMI 2 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 

| 

10TH 434 73 357 4 180 0 11 3 14 44 182 
co 52 11 41 0 23 0 1 1 2 10 15 
KS 66 15 51 0 36 0) 2 2 0 2 24 
NM 156 23 132 1 50 0 1 0 8 25 72 
OK,N 53 0 53 0 18 0 1 0 3 0 31 
OK,E 6 2 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 2 
OK,.W 33 3 27 3 21 0 3 0 0 i] 
UT 51 18 33 0 16 0 3 0 1 7 24 
WY 17 1 16 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 5 
11TH 534 91 435 8 290 2 4 53 15 3 167 
AL,.N 8 0 8 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 1 
AL,M 11 0 7 4 8 2 0 0 0 0 1 
ALS 59 7 51 1 37 0 0 1 1 0 20 
FL.N 31 3 28 0 19 0 1 0 4 1 6 
FL.M 176 22 154 0 107 0 1 g 5 0 54 
FL.S 126 42 83 1 33 0 0 41 0 2 50 
GA,N 28 6 22 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 12 
GA,M 54 8 44 2 36 0 0 1 1 0 16 
GA.S 41 3 38 0 27 0 2 1 4 0 7 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND INCLUDES TRANSFERS RECEIVED 


Table H-12. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Violations and Actions Taken by the Court 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Total When Occurred | Action Taken by Court 


Violations Pending Appeal No Change In Conditions Bail Revoked 
Circuit and District Reported Preadjudication Presentence or Surrender Conditions Changed and Detained 
TOTAL 10,8686 6,583 3,769 534 6,559 1,005 3,322 
1ST 258 151 87 20 139 31 88 
ME 12 4 5 3 0 0 12 
MA 150 93 51 6 91 22 37 
NH 41 26 13 2 22 3 16 
Ri 17 6 "1 0 4 4 9 
PR 38 22 7 9 22 2 14 
2ND 651 382 252 17 356 87 208 
CT 46 31 14 1 33 0 13 
NY,N 91 55 34 2 7 2 16 
a NYE 136 42 92 2 64 32 40 
S NY,S 134 104 25 5 52 17 65 
NY,W 188 125 59 4 109 29 50 
vT 56 25 28 3 25 7 24 
3RD 413 245 158 10 198 60 155 
DE 22 1 9 2 2 3 17 
NJ 80 55 20 5 20 22 38 
PAE 184 102 80 2 g4 30 60 
PAM 55 27 28 0 26 3 26 
PAW 42 23 18 1 35 0 7 
vi 30 27 3 0 21 2 
4TH 1,493 885 539 69 939 6: 485 
MD 248 171 65 12 213 1 19 
NC.E 75 70 3 2 54 é 19 
NC,M 10 0 10 0 3 1 6 
NC,W 72 23 42 7 23 7 42 
SC 226 129 84 13 8 11 207 
VAE 676 371 280 25 571 22 83 
VA,W 44 34 10 0 13 5 26 
WV,.N 70 52 15 3 21 4 45 


WV,S 72 35 30 7 33 1 38 
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Table H-12. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Total When Occurred Action Taken by Court —_- 
Violations Pending Appeal No Change In Conditions Bail Revoked 
Circuit and District Reported Preadjudication Presentence | or Surrender Conditions Changed and Detained 

5TH 1,462 868 495 99 1,015 74 373 

LAE 76 33 35 8 57 a) 10 
LA,M 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
LA,W 20 8 12 0 10 1 9 
MS,N 11 A 6 1 4 1 6 
MS,S 65 41 24 0 29 4 32 
TX,N 219 105 95 19 157 1 51 
TX,E 90 50 30 10 25 11 54 
TX,S 202 95 87 20 120 1 71 
TX,W 779 532 206 41 613 26 140 
6TH 1,067 582 428 57 616 106 345 

KY,E 99 64 31 4 40 5 54 
KY,W 46 26 17 3 27 6 13 
Mi,E 161 82 69 10 88 20 53 
MI,W 93 59 33 1 45 14 34 
Nes OH,N 237 115 105 17 147 25 65 
° OH.S 144 64 79 { 102 4 38 
TNE 82 48 25 y 29 10 43 
T™N.M 73 45 22 6 29 17 27 
TN.W 132 79 47 6 109 5 18 
7TH 333 167 157 S 197 27 169 

I1L,N 72 19 51 2 64 3 5 
IL,C 42 29 13 0 20 2 20 
iL,S 53 38 13 2 24 1 28 
IN.N 29 19 10 0 4 8 17 
INS 21 2 18 1 6 0 15 
WLE 80 45 31 4 58 11 1 
WI,W 36 15 21 0 21 2 13 
8TH 1,075 703 349 23 663 67 345 

AR.E 169 107 58 4 99 10 60 
AR,W 22 17 5 0 8 0 14 
IA,N 70 58 12 0 57 2 11 
IAS 60 45 14 1 39 1 20 
MN 72 41 25 6 26 13 33 
MOE 253 158 86 q 230 10 13 
MO,W 164 83 79 2 110 10 44 
NE 84 59 25 0 23 7 54 
ND 28 14 14 0 7 18 
sD 153 121 31 64 11 78 


hy, 
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Table H-12. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Tota! When Occurred Action TakenbyCourt 
Violations Pending Appeal No Change In Conditions Bail Revoked 
Circuit and District Reported Preadjudication Presentence or Surrender _ Conditions | Changed | and Detained 

9TH 1,862 1,168 582 112 1,026 249 587 

AK 45 25 18 2 29 6 10 
AZ 319 227 82 10 150 45 124 
CA,N 159 110 37 12 120 18 Zi 
CAE ¥4 70 17 7 37 15 42 
CA,C 163 91 55 17 117 20 26 
CA,S 355 251 87 17 182 75 98 
HI 59 36 20 3 26 4 24 
iD 15 7 6 2 2 0 13 
MT 77 56 17 4 28 6 43 
NV 110 64 39 7 38 15 57 
OR 166 121 37 8 94 16 56 
WA,E 26 17 9 0 17 0 9 
WA,W 189 84 85 20 146 12 31 
GUAM 83 7 73 3 40 11 32 
ws NMI 2 2 0 0 0 1 1 

3 

10TH 892 653 210 29 523 89 280 

Co 125 100 25 0 85 14 26 
KS 147 105 38 4 79 13 55 
NM 277 203 63 11 169 29 79 
OK,N 108 66 38 4 90 7 11 
OK,E 12 5 5 2 3 0 4 
OK,W 84 56 25 3 50 2 32 
UT 112 94 14 4 42 21 49 
WY 27 24 2 1 5 3 19 
11TH 1,380 779 512 89 887 146 347 

AL,N 16 7 9 0 1 1 14 
AL,M 25 15 10 0 15 5 5 
ALS 141 71 51 19 87 20 34 
FL,N 63 28 32 3 28 ) 26 
FL.M 464 259 181 24 249 73 142 
FL,S 312 164 117 31 265 13 34 
GA,N 69 34 35 0 19 7 43 
GA,M 187 124 56 7 162 3 22 
GA,S 103 77 21 5 61 15 27 


NOTE: THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Table H-13. 
U.S. District Courts—Pretrial Services Cases Closed, by Type of Disposition, 
for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


| | 

| | 

| | _ Escaped 

Cases Convicted) | Closed | Waiveo From Failureto | 

Circuit andl e.rict Closed Dismissed | Acquitted Convicted Fine Only | by Vreneter | to PTD" Custody Appear NGRI"* Other 
TOTAL 69,693 6,457 642 63,122 604 §,335 689 6 628 15 1,005 
1ST 1,740 231 20 1,262 0 136 7 0 13 0 51 
ME 164 9 1 144 0 6 0 0 0 0 4 
MA 685 71 i) 525 0 73 0 0 6 0 1 
NH 167 18 0 136 0 H 1 0 0 0 4 
Ri 149 16 1 117 0 14 0 0 0 0 1 
PR 575 117 ) 360 0 35 6 0 7 0 4\ 
2ND 6,311 §27 41 4,018 59 464 §1 0 76 1 74 
3 cT 344 4 § 297 ' 27 0 0 2 0 3 
= NY.N 532 38 2 450 3 27 0 0 { / 10 
NYE 1,769 207 11 1,254 1 191 51 0 25 0 29 
NY.S 1,977 244 15 1,426 53 177 0 0 38 0 24 
NY.W 552 19 8 476 0 33 0 0 10 Q 6 
VT 137 10 0 115 1 4 0 0 0 ) 2 
3RD 3,462 193 28 2,650 1 296 195 1 34 1 53 
DE 170 12 0 139 1 12 2 0 0 0 4 
NJ 1,235 78 8 768 5 157 169 0 10 0 20 
PALE 1,086 69 13 909 0 54 0 1 21 0 19 
PAM 349 10 3 304 4 20 1 0 0 1 

PA.W 281 6 1 227 0 24 17 0 3 0 3 
Vi 341 18 j 283 1 29 6 0 0 0 1 
4TH 6,746 598 65 5,011 187 404 140 0 67 2 272 
MD 781 93 5 512 15 125 0 11 0 18 
NCE 795 44 7 605 59 55 12 0 4 0 9 
NC.M 306 22 1 251 0 22 0 2 0 5 
NCW 600 24 8 517 4 37 0 0 6 1 3 
SC 1,173 82 2 911 63 78 0 11 0 17 
VA.E 1,930 205 20 1,357 15 61 39 0 33 1 199 
VA.W 418 24 10 358 0 24 0 0 0 0 2 
WV,.N 201 15 5 174 0 2 0 0 0 0 5 
wv.s 542 89 7 326 85 15 6 0 0 0 14 
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Table H-13. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Circuit and District 


5TH 

LA.E 

LA,M 
LAW 
MS.N 
MS,S 
TX,N 
TX,E 

TX,S 

TX.W 


6TH 

KY,E 
KYW 
MIE 

MI,W 
OH,N 
OH,S 
TNE 
™N.M 
™ WwW 


7TH 

1L,N 
1L,C 
iL,S 
IN,N 
INS 
WILE 
wi,W 


8TH 
ARE 
AR,W 
1A,N 
1A,S 
MN 
MO.E 
MO,W 
NE 
ND 
SD 


Dismissed 


1,001 
21 

7 

21 

8 

25 


Acquitted 


116 
8 
0 


79 


— 
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Convicted 


9,047 
413 
115 
225 
156 
252 

1,128 
569 

3,053 

3,136 


4,078 
364 
att 
805 
341 
730 
561 
376 
164 
426 


1,931 
480 
220 
371 
291 
225 
210 
134 


3,127 
300 
132 
180 
222 
384 
562 
433 
275 
206 
433 


Convicted/ 
Fine Only 


oo --cocooco = 


ooo o -ococcococo — 


Closed 
by Transter 


— 
oa -~owo-cocsoc @ 


oo-- O00 - 00 Ww 


Escaped 
From 


Custody 


coo oococcsoc © 


oeoooocooocoococes 


Failure to 
Appeai 


oo 8&6 &@ SO 


mNoccocricrcocicicoclUctmlC€UlrwKCUwS 
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Table H-13. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Escaped 
Cases Convicted/ | Closed Waived From Failure to 
Circuit and District Closed Dismissed | Acquitted | Convicted Fine Only |by Transter! to PTD’ Custody Appear NGRI"* Other 

oTwW 17,171 1,614 74 13,263 202 1,444 06 4 170 4 308 

AK 305 64 1 221 0 7 4 0 0 0 4 
AZ 4,555 244 8 3,978 23 221 13 0 % 0 32 
CA.N 965 83 3 696 0 133 18 0 6 0 26 
CALE 954 77 2 751 1 107 1 0 12 0 3 
CAC 2,162 206 1 1,285 0 v26 10 2 25 0 97 
CAS 4,215 512 17 3,441 1 136 8 1 55 0 44 
HI 316 17 1 259 0 17 0 1 0 21 
10 183 16 2 119 0 22 0 1 0 22 
MI 367 44 5 278 2 16 13 0 1 0 8 
NV 877 63 5 648 2 131 14 0 9 1 4 
OR 850 50 6 614 0 42 4 1 8 3 122 
WA,.E 246 14 1 200 0 19 6 0 2 0 4 
ye WA,W 824 72 1 494 173 60 1 0 12 0 11 
a GUAM 315 38 10 259 0 b 0 0 2 0 0 
NMI 37 15 1 20 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
10TH 4,416 513 32 2,926 83 237 0 102 0 459 

co 498 108 2 303 3 64 0 0 10 0 8 
KS 629 41 8 470 4 30 55 0 10 0 1 
NM 1,423 164 9 913 0 44 0 0 70 0 223 
OK,N 328 104 1 205 0 1 0 0 0 0 7 
OK,E 107 12 2 70 0 19 0 0 0 0 4 
OK,W 731 45 4 360 76 43 1 0 2 0 200 
UT 514 35 2 434 0 22 6 0 10 0 5 
wy 186 4 4 171 0 4 2 0 0 0 1 
11TH 7,442 478 112 5,789 7 889 42 1 74 1 49 

ALN 405 22 3 335 0 34 7 0 0 0 4 
AL.M 224 18 i) 179 1 9 3 0 0 0 5 
ALS 453 14 1 393 0 19 7 0 5 0 4 
FL.N 457 13 6 388 2 41 0 1 3 0 3 
FL.M 1,886 84 18 1,512 0 227 13 0 18 0 14 
FL.S 2,214 151 45 1,600 1 375 7 0 26 1 8 
GA,.N 7&3 67 9 549 3 144 1 0 14 0 1 
GA.M 641 78 4 515 0 27 3 0 6 0 8 
GA,S 374 31 7 318 0 13 1 0 2 0 2 


NOTE THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


* PTD « PRETRIAL DIVERSION gq 
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Table J-1. 


U.S. District Courts—Grand Juror Service 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


District 


TOTAL 


NY,N 

NY,E 

NY,S 

NY,W 
VT 


3RD 
DE 
NJ 
PAE 
PA,M 
PA,W 
Vi 


Totai Serving 


in the Period 


Sessions 


Convened 


10,344 


456 


48 
394 
36 
53 
88 


120 
154 
475 
694 
144 

57 


25 
279 
281 

86 
109 

47 


Jurors 


in Session 


205,043 


9,096 


988 
7,578 
764 
1,031 
1,636 


< 282 
3,024 
8,947 
13,478 
2,975 
1,162 


512 
5,306 
5,748 
1,654 
2,274 

904 


Hours 


in Session 


55,460 


2,584 


283 
1,650 
153 
219 
494 


652 
709 
2,202 
2,828 
717 
257 


90 
1,411 
1,371 

489 
580 
184 


Average 


Number Jurors 
per Session 


19.8 


19.9 


20.6 
19.2 
21.2 
19.5 
18.6 


19.0 
19.6 
18.8 
19.4 
20.7 
20.4 


20.5 
19.0 
20.5 
19.2 
20.9 
19.2 


Average 


Number Hours 
per Session 


5.4 


5.7 


5.9 
4.2 
43 
41 
5.6 


5.4 
4.6 
4.6 
4.1 
5.0 
4.5 


3.6 
5.1 
49 
5.7 
5.3 
3.9 
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Table J-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


SUIEAAERERETNE - i 
Average Average 
Total Serving Sessions Jurors Hours Number Jurors Number Hours 
District in the Period Convened in Session in Session per Session per Session 
4TH 
MD 26 150 2,971 824 19.8 5.5 
NC,E 8 36 723 194 20.1 5.4 
NC,M 4 24 490 187 20.4 7.8 
NC,W 6 40 780 352 19.5 8.8 
Sc 8 84 1,748 512 20.8 6.1 
VA,E 17 261 5,303 1,434 20.3 5.5 
VA,W 12 94 1,962 586 20.9 6.2 
WV,N 4 32 671 188 21.9 5.9 
WV,S 11 114 2,200 721 19.3 6.3 
5TH 
© LA,E 13 73 1,403 307 19.2 4.2 
LA,M 6 82 1,654 44) 20.2 5.4 
LA,W 4 43 905 307 21.0 7.1 
MS,N 5 31 597 199 19.3 6.4 
MS,S 4 42 857 221 20.4 5.3 
TX,N 10 87 1,737 477 20.0 5.5 
TX,E 6 79 1,636 436 20.7 5.5 
TX,S 22 244 4,864 1,295 19.9 5.3 
TX,W 27 179 3,473 832 19.4 4.6 
6TH | 
KY,E 9 45 900 213 20.0 47 
KY,W 6 48 937 231 19.5 4.8 
MI,E 27 251 4,941 1,415 19.7 5.6 
MI,W 11 109 2,290 667 21.0 6.1 
OH,N 18 117 2,281 632 19.5 5.4 
OH,S 3 119 2,344 694 19.7 5.8 
TN,E 8 65 1,230 406 18.9 6.2 
™N.M 4 34 704 207 20.7 6.1 
™N,W 8 104 2,108 619 20.3 6.0 
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Table J-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Average Average 
Total Serving Sessions Jurors Hours Number Jurors Number Hours 
District in the Period Convened in Session in Session per Session per Session 

7TH 
IL,N 12 191 3,849 1,224 20.2 6.4 
iL,C 4 36 712 252 19.8 7.0 
iL,S 7 58 1,187 245 20.5 4.2 
IN,N 6 52 1,053 304 20.3 5.8 
IN,S 9 44 879 263 20.0 6.0 
WIE 7 52 1,001 272 19.3 5.2 
WIi,W 3 20 398 114 19.9 5.7 

8TH 
AR,E 6 86 1,846 649 21.5 7.5 
AR,W 1 23 483 161 21.0 7.0 
1A,N 8 63 1,208 429 19.2 6.8 
w 1A,S 8 49 997 360 20.3 7.3 
& MN 7 74 1,553 400 21.0 5.4 
MO,E 8 102 2,064 559 20.2 5.5 
MO,W 12 94 1,887 614 20.1 6.5 
NE 2 45 940 262 20.9 5.8 
ND 4 18 389 135 21.6 7.5 
SD 6 35 706 257 20.2 7.3 

9TH 
AK 3 33 691 225 20.9 6.8 
AZ 12 154 3,084 800 20.0 5.2 
CA,N 12 222 4,354 968 19.6 4.4 
CA,E 9 107 2,043 606 19.1 5.7 
CA,C 33 428 8,467 2,393 19.8 5.6 
CA,S 10 252 4,927 1,494 19.6 5.9 
HI 7 73 1,462 375 20.0 5.1 
ID 5 44 950 321 21.6 7.3 
MT 7 20 407 150 20.4 7.5 
NV 7 117 2,207 650 18.9 5.6 
OR 12 103 2,109 648 20.5 6.3 
WA,E 6 39 796 208 20.4 5.3 
WA,W 3 99 2,100 631 21.2 6.4 
GUAM 2 39 807 161 20.7 4.1 
NMI 2 15 297 79 19.8 5.3 


aoe PO 9 Oe eee 


Ww 
w 
N 


a ee ee oe ee | 
Table J-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Average Average 
Total Serving Sessions Jurors Hours Number Jurors Number Hours 
District in the Period Convened in Session in Session per Session per Session 
10T™ 
CO 5 73 1,386 371 19.0 5.1 
KS 6 54 1,134 380 21.0 7.0 
NM 6 56 1,168 316 20.9 5.6 
OK,N 3 49 1,024 289 20.9 5.9 
OK,E 4 14 305 95 21.8 6.8 
OK,W 5 47 926 251 19.7 5.3 
UT 4 52 978 250 18.8 4.8 
WY 5 25 517 208 20.7 8.3 
11TH 
AL,N 6 53 1,122 313 21.2 5.9 
AL,M 8 10 212 66 21.2 6.6 
AL,S 9 29 600 202 20.7 7.0 
FL,N 6 57 1,142 - 362 20.0 6.4 
FL,M 17 275 5,496 1,407 20.0 5.1 
FL,S 30 469 8,841 2,294 18.9 49 
GA,N 11 90 1,815 560 20.2 6.2 
GA,M 6 26 500 141 19.2 5.4 
GA,S 5 45 956 276 21.2 6.1 
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Table J-2. 


U.S. District Courts—Petit Juror Service on Days Jurors Were Selected for Trial 


During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


18sT 


PAE 
PA.M 
PAW 


4TH 


Number of Jurors Present for Jury Selection or Orientation 
Percent Not Selected or Challenged 


Percent 
Selected 


27.0 


18.7 


419 
27.0 
27.4 
48.0 
19.8 


25.2 
31.6 
19.4 
17.4 
30.5 


31.1 


33.3 
27.2 
17.4 
31.6 
24.9 
17.7 


21.3 
47.8 
39.6 
39.1 
50.7 
27.8 
28.8 
23.2 
38.0 


Percent 
Challenged 


39.1 


Overall 


60.1 


11.6 
14.2 
29.2 
20.3 
45.1 


26.3 
30.6 
23.7 
49.6 
30.2 
42.1 


18.5 
32.3 
416 
27.6 
38.8 
59.4 


38.7 

7.4 
26.6 
35.7 
13.7 
41.6 
17.9 
29.8 

46 


Voir Dire' 
10.8 


21.7 


11.6 
12.7 
29.2 
17.5 
16.1 


23.0 
20.6 
17.0 
31.5 
26.6 
27.7 


14.7 
17.1 

7.9 
22.4 
24.4 
24.5 


23.4 
7.4 
19.7 
30.7 
8.4 
29.7 
5.5 
22.7 
2.3 


Non- 
Volr Dire’ 


14.1 


30.0 


18.0 


14.4 


15.2 
33.7 


14.4 


153 


12.0 
12.4 


Total 
Juries Selected 


(Civil and Criminal) ; 
9,390 


110 


128 


141 


232 


Number of Trials Starting on the Same 
Day the Jury Was Selected 


Total 


7,766 


110 


Percent 
Civil 


48.2 


80.0 
65.8 
70.0 
20.0 
33.3 


100.0 
77.2 
56.7 
66.7 
73.7 
58.3 


86.4 
72.5 
77.1 
70.8 
86.4 
12.5 


48.6 
34.8 
30.2 
35.1 
50.0 
42.1 
51.9 
51.7 
45.5 


Percent 
Criminal 


43.8 


51.8 


20.0 
42 
30.0 
80.0 
66.7 


0.0 
22.8 
433 
33.3 
26.3 
417 


13.6 
27.5 
22.9 
29.2 
13.6 
87.5 


51.4 
65.2 
69.8 
64.9 
50.0 
57.9 
48.1 
48.3 
54.5 


ww 
Go 
ve) 


Table J-2. (September 30, 199 
District Total 
5TH 
LAE 2,377 
LA,M 890 
LAW 2,305 
MS,.N 1,468 
MS,S 2,361 
TX.N 6,987 
TX.E 4,899 
TX,S 12,691 
TX.W 8,658 
6TH 
KY.E 2,991 
KYW 2,097 
MiE 5,541 
MI,.W 1,544 
OH,N 3,556 
OH,S 3,147 
TNE 2,431 
TN\M 1,642 
TN.W 3,676 
7TH 
IL,N 8,026 
iL,C 1,859 
iL,s 2,765 
INN 2,396 
IN,S 1,435 
WIE 1,365 
Wwi,W 825 
8TH 
ARE 4,865 
AR,W 2,451 
1A,N 1,887 
iA.S 1,520 
MN 4,116 
MO,E 5,141 
MO,W 4,121 
NE 2,297 
ND 771 
SD 2,171 


8—Continued) 
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Number of Jurors Present for Jury Selection or Orientation 
. ao - Percent Not Selected or Challenged 


r 


Percent 


33,7 
%3 
31.6 
46 
33.0 
24.8 
32.1 
28.9 
29.4 


29.9 
32.9 
244 
29.0 
35,7 
28.6 
37.3 
36.1 
29.5 


23.1 
31.5 
30.0 
36.3 
28.1 
33.1 
38.2 


28.5 
23.3 
26.2 
36.6 
27.9 
25.5 
23.9 
33.8 
30.1 
31.7 


Percent 


418 
427 
37,7 
33.7 
37.2 
31.9 
39.3 
32.6 
38.5 


38.6 
48.3 
29.8 
36.3 
34.1 
38.4 
29.0 
50.2 
32.7 


416 
36.5 
36.0 
38.3 
41.0 
43.3 
47.9 


36.5 
25.9 
39.9 
39.9 
36.8 
37.4 
52.8 
34.8 
41.9 
41.4 


eb ee _|_ Sage _| Suerm 


24.5 
21.0 
307 
31.7 
29.8 
43.3 
28.6 
38.6 
32.1 


31.5 
18.8 
45.6 
4.7 
30.3 
33.0 
33,7 
13.8 
37.9 


35.3 
32.0 
34.0 
25.4 
30.9 
23.6 
13.9 


35.0 
50.8 
33.9 
23.4 
35.3 
37.1 
23.3 
31.3 
280 
26.9 


Voir Dire’ 


14.3 
12.5 
23.0 
23.2 
20.5 
22.5 
16.4 
22.7 
20.6 


22.6 
11.4 
27.4 
245 
217 
22.9 
14,7 

3.7 

0.0 


19.4 
26.4 
13.1 
24.1 
14.1 
12.6 
13.0 


27.0 
406 
28.9 
19.0 
22.1 
23.9 
14.5 
20.2 
12.8 
22.4 


LB, 


Non- 
Voir Dire’ 


10.2 
85 
78 
as 
92 

208 

12.2 

15.8 

11.5 


89 
7.4 
18.4 
10.2 
86 
10.1 
19.0 
10.0 
37.9 


15.8 
5.5 
21.0 
1.3 
16.9 
11.0 
1.0 


8.0 
10.2 
5.0 
44 
13.2 
13.2 
8.8 
11.2 
15.2 
45 


Total 
Juries Selected 


(Civil and Criminal) 


101 
39 
77 
55 
93 

178 

169 

351 

230 


119 


111 
141 
107 


Number of Trials Starting on the Same 


Total 


135 


122 


188 


119 


111 
141 


Day the Jury Was Selected 
Percent Perce: 
Civil Criminal 
79.3 20.7 
718 26.2 
681 31.9 
786.0 22.0 
70.5 29.5 
63.4 36.6 
73.3 26.7 
51.9 46.1 
35.9 64.1 
58.8 413 
55.2 448 
67.4 32.6 
35.9 64.1 
65.6 34.4 
72.7 27.3 
647 35.3 
60.7 39.3 
423 57.7 
69.7 30.3 
56.1 43.9 
67.1 32.9 
43.6 56.4 
71.4 28.6 
55.6 444 
58.3 417 
748 25.2 
87.1 12.9 
35.4 646 
47.5 52.5 
39.6 60.4 
68.8 31.2 
65.1 349 
62.7 37.3 
38.1 619 
23.6 764 
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Table J-2. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
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Number of Jurors Present for Jury Selection or Orientation 


Percent Percent 
District Total Selected Challenged Overall | Voir Dire' | Volr Dire’ 

OTH 
AK 1,293 25.4 35.2 39.4 20.5 
AZ 4,424 16.5 37.7 43.8 20.5 
CAN 5,362 19.5 411 39.4 “4 
CAE 3,769 23.3 33.6 43.1 18.4 
CAC 13,197 20.9 474 31,7 22.9 
CAS 6,443 26.5 38.4 33.2 20.2 
HI 1,203 23.3 47.1 29.6 23.8 
10 953 30.7 43.5 25.7 17.1 
MI 1,559 25.5 29.7 448 23.5 
NV 3,185 25.6 384 36.0 23.3 
OR 3,391 21.5 69.8 87 0.0 
WA.E 638 31.8 42.8 25.4 14.1 
WA,W 2,200 29.9 38.7 31.4 25.7 
GUAM 1,438 16.2 316 53.3 §3.3 
NMI 134 31.3 43 344.3 269 

10TH 
co 2,989 27.1 27.0 45.9 42.2 
KS 3,277 28.6 28.3 43.1 29.6 
NM 3,572 32.6 45.6 21.8 13.5 
OK,N 1,405 31.4 33,7 4.9 24.3 
OK,E 644 466 24.1 29.3 23.3 
OK,W 2,476 30.7 30.4 38.9 19.3 
UT 1,783 w.9 440 25.1 16.8 
wy 936 35.8 32.3 31.9 28.0 

11TH 
ALN 4,016 22.8 27.4 49.8 12.0 
AL,M 1,904 42.7 31.4 25.9 15.9 
ALS 4,800 31.6 60.4 8.0 04 
FL.N 2,761 414 43.9 14.7 9.7 
FL.M 7,356 36.2 34.2 29.6 14.7 
FL.S 14,637 26.4 39.7 33.9 13.0 
GA,N 5,116 25.2 31.8 43.0 19.6 
GA,M 2,138 35.6 32.5 31.9 21.5 
GA,S 1,804 42.5 453 12.1 9.0 


Non- 


98 
23.3 
5.0 
24.7 
8.7 
13.0 
58 
86 
21.4 
12.7 
8.7 
11.3 
5.7 
0.0 
75 


37 
13.5 
8.3 
10.5 
6.1 
19.5 
8.4 
40 


37.8 
10.0 
76 
5.0 
14.9 
20.9 
23.4 
10.4 
3.1 


Total 


Juries Selected 
(Civil and Criminal) 


103 


233 
193 


125 


323 
155 


Number of Trials Starting on the Same 


Total 


Day the Jury Was Selected 
Percent Percent 
Civil Criminal 
40.7 59.3 
39.5 60.5 
67.0 33.0 
42.7 67.3 
36.6 63.4 
19.7 80.3 
38.9 61.1 
50.0 50.0 
30.3 69.7 
442 55.8 
69.3 30.7 
33.3 66.7 
68.2 31.8 
0.0 100.0 
0.0 100.0 
71.6 28.4 
54.9 45.1 
464 53.6 
61.5 38.5 
66.7 33.3 
70.0 30.0 
42.2 57.8 
53.1 469 
65.9 34.1 
69.7 30.3 
83.3 16.7 
35.0 65.0 
52.5 47.5 
38.8 61.3 
60.7 39.3 
47.7 52.3 
447 55.3 


NOTE THIS TABLE INCLUDES DATA ON JURY SELECTION DAYS ONLY. DATA ON JUROR SERVICE AFTER THE SELECTION DAY ARE NOT INCLUDED. THEREFORE, A DISTRICT THAT SELECTS A JURY ON ONE DAY 


AND BEGINS TRIAL AT A LATER DATE WILL SHOW JUROR ACTIVITY BUT WILL NOT SHOW TRIAL ACTIVITY. DUE TO ROUNDING, PERCENTS MAY NOT TOTAL 100.0 PERCENT 


' JURORS WHO COMPLETED PRE-SCREENING QUESTIONNAIRES OR WERE IN THE COURTROOM DURING THE CONDUCTING OF VOIR DIRE, BUT WERE NOT SELECTED OR CHALLENGED 


* OTHER JURORS NOT SELECTED OR CHALLENGED WHO WERE NOT CALLED TO THE COURTROOM OR OTHERWISE DID NOT PARTICIPATE IN THE ACTUAL VOIR DIRE 


XH 


Table K-1. 
Federal Defender Organizations—Summary of Representations, by District, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


En aciiednaiiiens 
Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1997 Cases Opened Closed | September 30, 1998 
TOTAL 20,482 59,603 57,554 22,531 
CRIMINAL 12,738 37,355 35,468 14,625 
APPEALS 2,955 3,159 3,033 3,081 
OTHER' 4,789 19,089 19,053 4,825 
AK 99 249 226 122 
CRIMINAL 50 176 157 69 
APPEALS 22 22 20 24 
OTHER 27 51 49 29 
¥ : AL, M* 108 213 234 87 
- CRIMINAL 54 117 131 40 
APPEALS 33 27 31 29 
OTHER 21 69 72 18 
AL, S* 117 276 286 107 
CRIMINAL 49 140 132 57 
APPEALS 41 30 40 31 
OTHER 
TOTAL: AR E/wW 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 
OTHER 
AR, E 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 


OTHER 


Ww 
b 
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Table K-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1997 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1998 
AR, W 21 98 91 28 
CRIMINAL 8 67 56 19 
APPEALS 3 5 5 3 
OTHER 10 26 30 6 
AZ 805 4,267 4,335 737 
CRIMINAL 582 3,514 3,580 516 
APPEALS 53 46 59 40 
OTHER 170 707 696 181 
CA, C 992 2,419 2,312 1,099 
CRIMINAL 514 1,412 1,317 609 
APPEALS 163 170 143 190 
OTHER 315 837 852 300 
CA,E 521 2,003 1,959 565 
CRIMINAL 320 1,279 1,293 306 
APPEALS 72 75 77 70 
OTHER 129 649 589 189 
CA, N 588 846 906 528 
CRIMINAL 457 628 669 416 
APPEALS 29 13 19 23 
OTHER 102 205 218 89 
CA, S* 841 5,434 5,138 1,137 
CRIMINAL 660 2,472 2,248 884 
APPEALS 107 144 84 167 
OTHER 74 2,818 2,806 86 
TOTAL: CO/WY 251 781 762 270 
CRIMINAL 143 489 463 169 
APPEALS 56 82 85 52 
OTHER 52 210 214 48 
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Table K-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1997 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1998 
co 200 629 620 209 
CRIMINAL 105 372 362 115 
APPEALS 49 77 75 51 
OTHER 46 180 183 43 
wy 51 152 142 61 
CRIMINAL 38 117 101 54 
APPEALS 7 5 10 2 
OTHER 6 30 31 5 
CT 164 263 273 154 
CRIMINAL 120 143 136 127 
y APPEALS 2 11 7 6 
w OTHER 42 109 130 21 
| DC 562 767 934 395 
CRIMINAL 273 396 482 187 
APPEALS 84 67 83 68 
OTHER 205 304 369 140 
FL,M 506 1,350 1,349 507 
CRIMINAL 305 648 652 301 
APPEALS 106 90 90 106 
OTHER 95 612 607 100 
FL, N 153 537 547 143 
CRIMINAL 77 366 356 87 
APPEALS 55 42 54 43 
OTHER 21 129 137 13 
FL, S 1,259 1,808 1,946 1,121 
CRIMINAL 599 981 1,025 555 
APPEALS 340 255 268 327 
OTHER 320 572 653 239 


901 
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Table K-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1997 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1998 
GA, N* 370 1,118 1,110 378 
CRIMINAL 212 503 503 212 
APPEALS 88 79 79 88 
OTHER 70 536 528 78 
TOTAL: Hi, GU 355 989 886 458 
CRIMINAL 278 769 689 358 
APPEALS 17 15 15 17 
OTHER 60 205 182 83 
Hi 283 713 674 322 
CRIMINAL 226 565 537 254 
w APPEALS 10 6 6 10 
B OTHER 47 142 131 58 
GU 72 276 212 136 
CRIMINAL 52 204 152 104 
APPEALS 7 9 Q 7 
OTHER 13 63 51 25 
TOTAL: IA, S/N 143 542 505 180 
CRIMINAL 74 231 193 112 
APPEALS 25 20 29 16 
OTHER 44 291 283 52 
1A, N 68 250 222 96 
CRIMINAL 42 108 92 58 
APPEALS 6 13 10 Q 
OTHER 20 129 120 29 
iA, S 75 292 283 84 
CRIMINAL 32 123 101 54 


APPEALS 19 7 19 7 
OTHER 24 Gf 162 163 23 
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Table K-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Representations 
by District 


i, Cc 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


iL, N° 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


i, S 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


é 


IN, S* 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


KS 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


KY, Ww" 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


LA, E 
CRIMINAL 
APPEALS 

OTHER 


Pending 
October 1, 1997 


102 
60 
25 
17 


407 
187 

13 
207 


235 
169 


G4 


Cases Opened 


352 
244 
44 


313 


137 


232 
153 
21 
58 


366 
205 

19 
142 


Cases 
Closed 


279 
190 
40 
49 


671 
320 

10 
341 


595 
277 

17 
301 


261 
183 
13 
65 


543 
352 

46 
145 


216 
131 
17 
68 


402 
220 

36 
146 


Pending 
September 30, 1998 


175 
114 
29 
32 


ee 
Table K-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
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Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1997 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1998 
TOTAL: LA, M/W 80 244 190 134 
CRIMINAL 56 169 122 103 
APPEALS 18 18 17 19 
OTHER 6 57 51 12 
LA, M 32 114 84 62 
CRIMINAL 22 93 62 53 
APPEALS 6 4 6 4 
OTHER 4 17 16 
LA, W 48 130 106 72 
CRIMINAL 34 76 60 50 
é APPEALS 12 14 11 15 
OTHER 2 40 35 7 
TOTAL: MA/NH 241 334 346 229 
CRIMINAL 155 240 215 180 
APPEALS 25 12 24 13 
OTHER 61 82 107 36 
MA 201 265 275 191 
CRIMINAL 130 196 177 149 
APPEALS 18 9 18 9 
OTHER 53 60 80 33 
NH 40 69 71 38 
CRIMINAL 25 44 38 31 
APPEALS 7 3 6 
OTHER 8 22 27 
MD 313 1,301 1,248 366 
CRIMINAL 205 1,044 997 252 


APPEALS 
OTHER 
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Table K-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
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Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1997 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1998 
Mi, E* 357 1,003 1,024 336 
CRIMINAL 253 735 740 248 
APPEALS 44 33 35 42 
OTHER 60 235 249 46 
Mi, W 36 220 164 92 
CRIMINAL 24 156 107 73 
APPEALS 11 12 13 10 
OTHER 1 52 44 9 
MN 152 398 395 155 
CRIMINAL 81 221 213 89 
Y APPEALS 42 30 45 27 
= OTHER 29 147 137 39 
MO, E 255 664 615 304 
CRIMINAL 140 362 345 157 
APPEALS 35 26 33 28 
OTHER 80 276 237 119 
MO, W 151 640 638 153 
CRIMINAL 72 242 234 80 
APPEALS 14 25 29 10 
OTHER? 65 373 375 63 
MT* 156 305 319 142 
CRIMINAL 112 267 277 102 
APPEALS 31 29 30 30 
OTHER 13 9 12 10 
NC, E 343 698 810 231 
CRIMINAL 138 334 361 111 
APPEALS 88 36 75 49 
OTHER 117 Fi / 328 374 71 
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Table K-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
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Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1997 | Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1998 
NC, M 171 446 390 227 
CRIMINAL 82 253 220 115 
APPEALS 54 69 59 64 
OTHER 35 124 111 48 
NE 141 384 341 184 
CRIMINAL 81 200 166 115 
APPEALS 15 46 26 35 
OTHER 45 138 149 34 
TOTAL: NJ, DEL 546 1,534 1,509 571 
, CRIMINAL 419 1,169 1,153 435 
iS APPEALS 39 61 56 44 
OTHER 88 304 300 92 
NJ 488 1,360 1,347 501 
CRIMINAL 369 1,048 1,034 383 
APPEALS 36 43 48 31 
OTHER 83 269 265 87 
DEL 58 174 162 70 
CRIMINAL 50 121 119 52 
APPEALS 3 18 8 13 
OTHER 5 35 35 5 
NM ec 1,222 1,106 601 
CRIMINAL 326 890 766 450 
APPEALS 72 82 100 54 
OTHER 87 250 240 97 
NV 350 958 872 436 
CRIMINAL 209 556 513 252 
APPEALS 44 47 25 66 


OTHER 97 Bik 355 334 118 
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Table K-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
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Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1997 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1998 
TOTAL: NY, S/E/A* 1,312 2,560 2,385 1,487 
CRIMINAL 1,018 1,487 1,381 1,124 
APPEALS 82 131 134 79 
OTHER "12 942 870 284 
NY, A* 92 139 147 84 
CRIMINAL 0 0 0 0 
APPEALS 82 131 134 79 
OTHER 10 8 13 5 
NY, E* 538 1,151 1,152 537 
CRIMINAL 458 729 772 415 
~ APPEALS 0 0 0 0 
” OTHER 80 422 380 122 
NY, S* 682 1,270 1,086 866 
CRIMINAL 560 758 609 709 
APPEALS 0 0 0 0 
OTHER 122 512 477 157 
NY, W 166 309 304 171 
CRIMINAL 128 183 168 143 
APPEALS 7 12 12 7 
OTHER 31 114 124 21 
OH, N 93 405 399 99 
CRIMINAL 63 168 169 62 
APPEALS 9 9 5 13 
OTHER 21 228 225 24 
OH, S 214 547 507 254 
CRIMINAL 155 354 321 188 
APPEALS 23 32 23 32 
OTHER 36 Fi 3 161 163 34 
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Table K-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1997 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1998 
TOTAL: OK N/E 94 282 251 125 
CRIMINAL 43 180 147 76 
APPEALS 19 15 22 12 
OTHER 32 87 82 37 
OK, E 24 82 67 39 
CRIMINAL 55 40 24 
APPEALS 3 5 3 
OTHER 10 24 22 12 
OK, N 70 200 184 86 
CRIMINAL 34 125 107 52 
w APPEALS 14 12 17 9 
aa OTHER 22 63 60 25 
OK, W 185 540 531 194 
CRIMINAL 53 132 108 77 
APPEALS 12 22 13 21 
OTHER 120 386 410 96 
OR 511 1,133 1,052 592 
CRIMINAL 210 618 518 310 
APPEALS 71 70 67 74 
OTHER 230 445 467 208 
PA, E* 611 857 854 614 
CRIMINAL 285 435 459 261 
APPEALS 35 47 39 43 
OTHER 291 375 356 310 
PA, M 202 421 391 232 
CRIMINAL 101 233 227 107 
APPEALS 34 35 30 39 
OTHER 67 134 86 


4/4 153 
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Table K-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Representations Pending Cases Pending 
by District October 1, 1997 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1998 
PA, W 127 263 262 128 
CRIMINAL 68 123 122 69 
APPEALS 25 27 37 15 
OTHER 34 113 103 44 
PR 143 399 362 180 
CRIMINAL 99 247 236 110 
APPEALS 16 29 21 24 
OTHER 28 123 105 46 
sc 288 899 830 357 
CRIMINAL 199 588 534 253 
- APPEALS 39 60 43 56 
3 OTHER 50 251 253 48 
TN, E* 227 299 288 238 
CRIMINAL 124 157 136 145 
APPEALS 43 28 27 44 
OTHER 60 114 125 49 
™N, M 219 438 389 268 
CRIMINAL 122 315 264 173 
APPEALS 20 10 15 15 
OTHER 77 113 110 80 
™N, W 168 392 383 177 
CRIMINAL 116 232 251 97 
APPEALS 26 52 25 53 
OTHER 26 108 107 27 
TX, E 174 340 312 202 
CRIM'!N | 129 234 219 144 
APPE.. 33 45 39 39 
OTHER 12 BIS 61 54 19 


a 
Table K-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
Representations Pending Cases Pending 

by District October 1, 1997 Cases Opened Closed September 30, 1998 
TX, N 319 986 967 338 
CRIMINAL 178 684 633 229 
APPEALS 104 83 115 72 
OTHER 37 219 219 37 
TX, § 588 4,125 3,733 980 
CRIMINAL 416 3,006 2,705 717 
APPEALS 106 209 123 192 
OTHER 66 910 905 71 
TX, W 1,181 3,659 3,319 1,521 
CRIMINAL 916 2,725 2,420 1,221 
w APPEALS 97 180 141 136 
- OTHER 168 754 758 164 
vi 79 365 375 69 
CRIMINAL 62 303 316 49 
APPEALS 13 13 14 12 
OTHER 4 49 45 8 
TOTAL: WA, E/D* 181 699 612 268 
CRIMINAL 91 404 343 152 
APPEALS 57 60 51 66 
OTHER 33 235 218 50 
WA, E* 107 527 478 156 
CRIMINAL 59 289 255 93 
APPEALS 30 35 36 29 
OTHER 18 203 187 34 
10° 74 172 134 112 
CRIMINAL 32 115 88 59 
APPEALS 27 25 15 37 


OTHER 15 GL 32 31 16 


Table K-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
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Representations Pending Cases Pending 
? by District Sree Aaa a October 1, 1997 ae a _ Cases Opened = cea ‘a Closed | September 30, 1998 

WA, W 359 1,718 1,658 419 
CRIMINAL 237 1,367 1,306 298 
APPEALS 26 36 29 33 
OTHER 96 315 323 88 
wv, Ss 125 346 357 114 
CRIMINAL 56 110 121 45 
APPEALS 29 25 28 26 
OTHER 40 211 208 43 


‘ OTHER REPRESENTATIONS INCLUDE COURT-DIRECTED PRISONER, BAIL/PRESENTMENT, WITNESS, PROBATION REVOCATION, AND PAROLE REVOCATION REPRESENTATIONS 
* TOTAL INCLUDES 106 COURT-DIRECTED PRISONER REPRESENTATIONS OF INMATES OF THE U.S MEDICAL CENTER FOR FEDERAL PRISONERS AT SPRINGFIELD MISSOURI 
* COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATION 


ese 
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Table M-1. 


U.S. District Courts—Misdemeanor Defendants Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges, 
by Nature of Offense, During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


-~—_ 


Circuit and District Total Traffic Theft Food/Drug Weapons Trespass Mail Assault Fraud Other 

TOTAL 10,633 4,669 1,801 1,067 62 70 66 149 1,694 1,055 
bc 117 . 17 - - . 2 . 29 69 

18ST 16 . 4 4 : - - 1 5 2 
ME 5 : 2 . 2 1 
MA 1 4 2 1 3 1 
NH . . . . . . 
Rl 
PR 

2ND 304 8 39 11 1 . 7 11 103 124 
CT 3 . 1 - . - . 1 1 
NY,N 146 8 6 4 1 4 29 94 
NY,E 20 . 2 1 . 1 2 6 8 
NY,S 96 14 2 1 5 4 56 14 
NY,W 37 16 4 . . 1 10 6 
VT 2 . . . 1 1 

3RD 355 1 137 131 4 - 4 12 38 28 
DE 23 . 7 2 . - 2 10 2 
NJ 308 - 127 128 4 3 5 23 18 
PA,E 5 1 . . . . 2 1 1 
PAM 15 . 3 1 1 3 2 5 
PA,W 4 - - - . 2 2 
Vi - - - 

4TH 2,282 1,124 432 321 21 1 . 36 108 239 
MD 145 63 37 10 . . 6 . 29 
NCE 376 141 138 58 3 11 7 18 
NC,M 2 1 . - : . 1 . 
NC,W 19 - 1 7 . 1 10 
SC 96 2 14 9 - - 1 66 4 
VA,E 1,623 917 239 234 18 1 16 27 171 
VA,W 12 - 3 1 . . 1 5 2 
WV,N 1 . 1 . . . 
WV,S 8 1 1 1 5 
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Table M-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Circuit and District Total Traffic Theft Food/Drug Weapons Trespass Mail Assault Fraud Other 
5TH 950 15 202 163 4 - 2 8 §12 44 
LA,E . - . . . . . . - . 
LA,M 4 . 2 2 - . 
LA,W 110 2 75 24 5 4 
MS,N 1 . - - - 1 
MS,S - . . - . . - ° 
TX,N 74 2 22 4 1 1 41 3 
TX,E 11 - 1 4 . - - 6 
TX,S 169 2 . 92 - - 1 68 6 
TX,W 581 9 102 37 3 2 6 398 24 
6TH 497 44 239 48 5 2 8 10 §1 90 
KY,E 2 1 . : 1 . - . . 
KY,W 321 25 212 26 1 1 - 6 6 44 
MI,E 35 1 4 6 - - 1 1 15 7 
MI,W 30 - 1 2 1 2 1 g 14 
OH,N 5 1 - - . - - 3 1 
OH,S 46 2 15 10 2 2 2 7 6 
TN,E 25 2 2 . 1 . 3 17 
T™N,M 8 . . . . 2 6 . 
™N,W 25 14 5 2 1 - 2 1 
7TH 115 23 11 8 - - 19 2 35 17 
IL,N 39 1 2 - 14 1 17 4 
IL,C 23 15 1 - - 1 3 3 
IL,S 13 4 2 2 - 2 3 
IN,N 26 - 5 5 4 8 4 
IN,S - - . . - . 
WIE ) . 1 1 1 3 3 
WI,W 5 3 2 . 
8TH 161 54 12 16 1 19 2 6 18 33 
AR,E 5 - - - - . - 3 2 
AR,W 12 2 4 1 1 4 
1A,N 6 1 2 - 3 - 
1A,S 1 . 1 - 
MN 7 - 1 - - 3 3 
MO,E 83 49 - 3 - 19 - - 1 11 
MO,W 30 1 7 7 1 - 2 2 4 6 
NE 5 . 4 . . 1 . 
ND 7 - - 2 2 3 
SD 5 1 - . - 4 
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Table M-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


a 
Circuit and District Total Traftic Theft Food/Drug Weapons Trespass Mail Assault Fraud Other 

9TH 2,443 777 355 263 11 47 14 39 707 230 
AK 79 33 16 4 - . - 1 10 15 
Ad 684 - 15 114 3 1 - 4 524 23 
CA,N 123 10 7 11 1 - 7 4 57 26 
CA,E 181 11 54 20 3 12 - 7 44 30 
CA,C 14 2 5 - - - 3 - - 4 
CA,S 102 1 5 41 1 4 4 19 27 
HI 547 385 77 31 : . 6 4 40 
1D 8 3 . 1 - . . 1 3 
MT 186 128 2 1 . 33 6 2 14 
NV 6 . 1 . : : 3 2 
OR 14 - 1 . - 1 1 7 4 
WA,E 4 . . . - . - 4 . 
WA,W 495 204 173 39 6 28 42 
GUAM . . . . - . . . . . 
NMI . - . . - 

10TH 743 400 160 38 3 1 7 14 52 68 
co 116 46 21 10 1 - 4 11 8 15 
KS 64 19 25 3 - - 1 3 13 
NM 183 171 - - 1 1 - 1 9 
OK,N 8 - 3 - 1 3 1 
OK,E 3 - . . . - 3 
OK,W 329 163 104 18 - - 1 25 18 
UT 27 1 4 6 1 - : 1 10 4 
wy 13 - 3 1 : 1 1 - 2 5 

11TH 2,650 2,223 193 64 12 - 1 10 36 111 
AL,N 56 26 15 3 1 - 4 3 4 
AL,M 70 25 25 8 1 1 - 5 5 
AL,S - - - - - - . 
FL,N 45 29 9 - 1 - 6 
FL,M 24 4 3 - 1 1 4 11 
FL,S 4 - 1 - - 2 1 
GA,N 186 67 26 17 - 1 16 59 
GA,M 2,109 1,993 69 24 4 2 4 13 
GA,S 156 79 46 11 5 1 2 12 
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Table M-1A. 
U.S. District Courts—Misdemeanor Petty Offense Defendants Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges, 
by Nature of Offense, During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Petty Offenses 
Other Disorderly Hunting/ 
Circuit and District Total DuvOWwr Traffic immigration | Food/Drugs Littering Conduct | Fishing/Camping/| Trespassing Theft Other 
TOTAL 86,199 2,679 49,608 18,945 1,868 290 1,079 2,125 1,331 1,680 6,594 
DC 1,298 0 1,033 0 4 0 39 2 5 9 206 
1ST MA 154 1 113 0 1 0 12 0 6 2 19 
ME 17 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 1 0 7 
NH 13 0 2 0 0 1 0 2 1 0 7 
PR 395 13 242 2 3 1 15 16 13 35 55 
Ri 77 9 48 0 2 0 4 0 2 6 6 
2ND CT 19 7 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 2 5 
NY,E 305 5 204 0 14 0 46 0 4 16 16 
NY,N 330 10 233 62 1 0 8 0 5 1 10 
NY,S 357 14 213 0 11 0 24 2 4 21 68 
NY,W 28 1 12 1 0 0 4 0 0 1 9 
VT 6 0 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 
3RD DE 44 27 0 1 0 3 5 0 0 6 
NJ 1,594 31 973 0 284 0 51 3 29 57 166 
PA,E 277 3 162 1 35 0 27 0 4 2 43 
PA,M 231 26 120 0 24 2 7 12 3 3 34 
PA,W 108 0 86 0 0 1 5 2 1 0 13 
Vi 80 0 1 70 0 0 0 1 1 0 7 
4TH MD 10,882 410 9,489 0 177 4 18 114 56 230 384 
NC,E 2,234 19 2,069 0 14 1 15 1 35 14 66 
NC,.M 21 0 10 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 9 
NC,W 308 46 64 0 64 3 15 22 5 10 79 
Sc 111 15 58 0 0 1 2 14 6 0 15 
VA,E 6,359 122 5,719 0 14 1 48 95 20 16 324 
VA,W 481 28 183 0 34 10 23 18 4 6 175 
WV,N 46 3 30 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 10 
WV,S 49 4 5 0 0 5 14 0 1 2 18 
5TH LA,E 250 0 191 0 0 0 1 55 2 0 1 
LA,M 33 0 0 0 1 0 0 26 0 5 1 
LA,W 973 58 243 1 18 1 20 482 20 53 77 
MS,N 495 18 238 5 5 0 13 17 10 15 174 
MS,S 328 47 165 0 13 0 24 16 8 15 40 
TX,E 93 0 37 0 9 1 5 13 2 1 25 
TX,N 367 13 112 159 8 0 4 1 4 39 27 
TX,S 12,241 15 112 11 948 17 0 4d 76 3 4 62 
TX,W 6,726 122 2,969 3,531 0 1 14 12 16 2 59 
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Table M-1A. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Petty Offenses 
Other Disorderly Hunting/ 
Circuit and District Total DUVDWI' Traffic Immigration | Food/Drugs Littering Conduct | Fishing/Camping| Trespassing Theft Other 
6TH KY,E 96 0 41 0 3 3 3 11 3 0 32 
KY,W 3,047 177 2,043 0 37 0 40 11 76 203 460 
MIE 118 1 58 0 40 1 4 2 1 2 9 
MI,W 18 J 4 0 1 0 4 0 0 1 8 
OH,N 30 4 2 0 9 0 3 0 1 1 10 
OH,S 180 29 97 0 4 0 22 0 4 8 16 
TN,E 340 52 147 0 20 3 8 24 5 3 78 
™N,M 24 3 10 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 9 
T™N,W 77 2 60 0 3 0 1 4 0 4 3 
7TH I1L,C 208 0 208 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1L,N 171 0 79 0 6 0 27 4 8 8 39 
IL,S 286 1 63 57 5 12 13 25 28 15 67 
IN,N 28 2 5 0 5 0 4 0 1 0 11 
IN,S 86 3 47 0 4 0 2 16 4 6 4 
WIE 8 0 6 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 
Wi,.W 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
8TH AR,E 222 0 152 0 2 3 11 14 6 1 33 
AR,W 162 34 48 0 7 1 7 6 0 0 59 
1A,N 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 
1A,S 26 0 18 0 0 1 1 2 0 2 2 
MN 53 1 21 0 2 0 1 7 3 3 15 
MO,E 60 36 3 0 10 1 0 3 0 0 7 
MO,W 1,053 28 877 0 17 2 9 17 27 21 55 
ND 19 0 2 0 0 0 2 2 1 0 12 
NE 16 0 3 0 4 0 1 2 0 2 4 
SD 79 0 18 0 1 8 0 7 6 1 38 
9TH AK 287 0 251 0 2 3 0 7 3 1 20 
AZ 3,917 120 248 3,020 117 21 69 31 26 26 239 
CA,C 2,928 73 2,084 0 68 7 42 79 113 123 339 
CA,E 2,186 75 1,189 0 61 68 51 102 46 55 539 
CA,N 1,831 35 1,273 0 76 12 35 55 56 66 223 
CA,S 2,310 64 1,592 60 65 1 3 6 116 245 158 
Hi 1,139 94 979 0 s) 0 2 4 18 11 22 
ID 140 0 27 0 0 7 10 41 27 0 28 
MT 182 13 55 0 4 6 9 32 21 8 34 
NV 574 120 225 0 55 4 17 21 26 32 74 
OR 394 4 131 0 39 7 34 31 50 12 86 
WA,E 24 1 16 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 5 
WA,W 2,680 2 2,343 4 19 11 11 35 30 7 227 
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Circuit and District 


1TH CO 


11TH = =AL,.M 


GA,N 
GA,S 


796 
429 
11 
439 
2,428 


DUVDWI' 


48 
71 
11 

0 
23 
16 


Other 


Traffic 


3,342 
81 
1,082 


209 
2,070 


wmrecococccecne 


o-ocoococo 


* DUI/DWI = DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OR DRIVING WHILE INTOXICATED 


Petty Offenses 


Immigration | Food/Drugs 


oY 
4 
44 


Littering 


Disorderly 
Conduct | Fishing/Camping| Trespassing 


Hunting/ 


30 
0 
70 


10 
3 
51 


Theft 


35 
20 
30 


Other 


205 


474 
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Table M-3. 
U.S. District Courts—Preliminary Proceedings Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 636(A) During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Search Arrest Initial Preliminary Bail 
District Total a Warrants Warrants | Summonses | Appearances | Examinations Reviews / 

TOTAL 262,600 30,371 23,734 2,518 68,982 14,436 9,874 

DC 3,063 671 188 0 627 602 105 
1ST MA 2,483 482 239 42 428 116 55 
ME 409 28 13 3 79 33 28 

NH 546 45 28 0 163 14 12 

PR 2,932 282 201 12 715 230 75 

Ri 448 44 54 0 124 28 5 

2ND CT 1,508 442 156 20 222 8 13¢ 
NY,E 5,462 691 670 100 1,372 40 266 

NY,N 2,075 216 265 3 553 3 52 
NY,S 9,394 1,221 890 48 2,203 1,472 197 
NY,W 1,863 248 313 20 275 14 176 

vT 265 20 21 0 51 11 13 
3RD DE 763 129 105 17 153 32 5 
NJ 3,093 550 361 17 894 21 82 
PA,E 5,540 978 654 0 1,036 400 68 

PA,M 698 88 65 2 204 12 6 
PA,W 1,361 347 136 50 190 52 13 

vi 749 105 29 5 215 55 33 

4TH MD 3,433 972 279 33 753 62 128 
NC,E 1,563 112 202 6 521 141 7 
NC,M 1,454 43 154 0 435 86 27 

NCW 3,016 143 223 51 934 106 258 

SC 3,417 337 631 0 502 65 404 

VA,E 5,120 614 498 58 1,551 456 45 
VA,W 1,673 104 110 6 535 105 134 
WV.N 441 34 24 22 100 28 27 
wv,S 1,014 71 104 21 213 114 34 


Grand Jury 

Sessions Arraignments Other 

6,125 45,524 61,036 

137 146 587 

113 441 567 

14 67 144 

26 166 92 

75 777 565 

37 133 23 

50 188 283 

278 983 1,062 

81 295 607 

587 1,570 1,206 

76 355 386 

32 54 63 

20 97 205 

246 96 826 

234 717 1,453 

27 165 129 

108 244 221 

30 136 141 

102 354 750 

26 24 524 

6 156 547 

25 536 740 

43 1,086 349 

100 304 1,494 

14 354 311 

5 127 7A 

43 235 179 
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Table M-3. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Search Arrest initial Preliminary Bail Grand Jury 

Total Warrants Warrants | Summonses | Appearances | Examinations Reviews Sessions Arraignments Other 

STH LAE 2,941 240 200 209 539 27 129 66 499 1,032 
LAM 360 27 22 6 134 22 3 0 73 73 
LA.W 984 94 116 23 236 18 21 18 163 295 

MS,.N 626 85 30 0 182 22 4 4 160 139 
MS,S 1,087 67 96 0 326 64 34 18 282 200 

TX,E 2,133 104 137 17 722 64 41 46 592 410 
TX,N 4,308 297 509 111 1,660 248 67 7 437 972 

TX,S 16,9865 1,507 1,198 226 §,232 1,256 509 247 3,501 3,309 
TX,W 11,914 653 1,666 86 4,176 1,207 445 94 953 2,634 

6TH KY.E 1,477 163 185 22 255 82 18 21 286 445 
KYW 1,330 134 125 39 241 54 20 40 223 454 

Mi,E 4,065 910 620 0 1,132 18 80 133 973 199 

Mi.W 1,715 158 119 7 405 80 50 52 350 494 

OH,N 2,152 325 350 2 345 127 27 52 534 390 
OH,S 2,033 447 186 0 502 157 79 79 177 406 
TN,E 1,630 208 94 3 436 30 28 42 340 449 

™N,M 738 100 56 4 297 46 11 5 77 142 

TN.W 1,849 104 279 16 511 76 40 54 373 386 

7TH IL,C 1,705 218 171 11 382 139 40 7 309 428 
1L,N 2,190 339 211 1 549 187 41 102 223 537 

iL,S 2,191 134 233 8 410 45 125 30 353 853 

IN,N 1,951 147 251 2 615 141 27 40 362 366 

IN,S 1,052 211 143 17 427 56 4 20 4 170 

WIE 1,760 169 156 3 309 80 64 39 229 711 

Wwi.w 322 17 21 0 60 16 14 13 84 98 

8TH AR,E 1,477 183 74 0 295 55 29 24 422 395 
AR,W 441 68 49 3 70 1 4 7 157 82 

1A,N 918 119 73 50 101 13 8 39 216 299 

1A,S 1,285 145 146 0 310 39 1 27 351 266 

MN 2,622 535 257 2 563 222 37 17 408 581 

MO,E 2,807 408 290 23 796 213 81 20 595 381 
MO,W 2,426 231 209 34 769 157 167 66 460 333 

ND 667 14 44 52 232 33 21 1 190 80 

NE 2,913 123 95 2 556 54 193 30 437 1,42° 

SD 2,498 60 212 2 758 67 106 9 577 70/ 
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Search Arrest Initial Preliminary Bail Grand Jury 
District Total Warrants Warrants | Summonses | Appearances | Examinations Reviews Sessions Arraignments Other 
9TH AK 235 45 12 0 22 10 17 8 69 52 
AZ 14,451 1,466 511 56 5,022 1,063 315 125 1,773 4,120 
CA,C 10,656 2,165 1,001 52 2,187 159 385 247 1,690 2,770 
CA,E 3,863 207 417 26 754 13 124 103 948 1,271 
CA,N 5,721 974 357 46 1,056 101 545 146 682 1,614 
CA,S 14,926 407 410 16 6,267 130 933 61 4,100 2,602 
HI 2,655 526 192 187 242 75 227 57 402 747 
iD 467 60 18 1 85 8 0 14 139 142 
MT 1,254 72 101 72 264 69 16 13 417 230 
NV 3,398 419 412 131 996 6 90 75 617 652 
OR 3,536 538 313 24 703 166 0 47 650 1,095 
WA,E 1,868 156 326 81 229 175 27 29 270 475 
WA,W 2,545 278 329 3 770 128 95 78 336 528 
10TH CO 3,290 481 503 57 687 313 155 50 487 557 
KS 1,585 95 80 3 523 7 58 0 440 379 
NM 6,767 622 302 1 1,457 1,247 261 24 700 2,153 
OK,E 257 38 21 0 56 24 0 1 76 41 
OK,N 950 141 46 1 104 23 15 2 309 309 
OK,W 1,370 173 147 4 252 105 26 22 190 451 
UT 1,895 120 270 0 506 8 48 ) 538 396 
wy 356 14 90 0 144 24 4 0 9 71 
11TH AL,M 410 14 33 0 133 45 0 4 68 113 
AL,N 1,273 252 57 0 226 25 58 30 240 385 
AL,S. 1,065 74 93 0 244 47 23 12 403 169 
FL,M 8,150 619 805 116 2,011 248 598 238 1,558 1,957 
FL,N 1,622 138 318 2 515 36 19 31 298 265 
FL,S 12,098 1,943 1,056 66 2,772 446 673 609 1,969 2,564 
GA,M 708 42 44 24 266 8 11 7 201 105 
GA,N 2,631 435 152 10 603 236 101 53 399 642 
GA,S 1,263 96 82 22 305 70 88 16 270 314 
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Table M-4 
U.S. District Courts—Matters Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges 
Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Sections 636(B) and 636(C) 

During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Crimiia, Proceedings 


Motions 
Total 
Criminal and Pretrial 636 (B) (636) (B) Probation 
Circuit and District Civil Matters’ Total' Conferences (1) (A) (1) (B) Revocations Other 
TOTAL 206,400 51,398 5,763 18,787 5,284 2,960 18,604 
DC 811 157 0 6 47 67 37 
1ST MA 2,496 1,314 18 1,000 47 32 217 
ME 646 93 0 36 2 20 35 
NH 325 17 0 15 0 0 2 
PR 769 445 5 226 102 32 80 
Ri 1,182 220 58 64 30 22 46 
2ND CT 2,105 117 1 16 54 11 35 
NY,E 7,686 124 2 0 0 14 108 
NY,N 1,762 144 23 16 3 8 94 
NY,S 5,320 108 11 1 0 11 85 
NY,W 2,971 1,388 72 324 84 13 895 
VT 91 16 0 8 3 1 4 
3RD = =—~DE 135 0 0 0 0 0 0 
NJ 12,694 13 0 5 1 2 5 
PA,E 2,212 123 0 4 32 26 61 
PA.M 245 50 0 0 3 5 42 
PA,W 1,459 55 1 15 16 1 22 
Vi 1,398 139 22 59 0 4 54 
4TH MD 1,649 295 0 0 8 19 268 
NC,E 1,191 753 5 245 86 172 245 
NC.M 1,679 289 0 90 16 0 183 
NC,W 923 330 2 113 16 0 199 
Sc 2,007 1,070 668 12 5 15 370 
VA.E 2,705 177 0 15 22 50 90 
VA,W 844 152 5 47 16 11 73 
WV,N 656 383 0 251 61 4 67 
WV,S 517 87 0 6 6 0 75 
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Table M-4 (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Criminal Proceedings 


SD 


Motions 
Total 
Criminal and Pretrial 636 (B) (636) (B) Probation 
Circuit and District Civil Matters' Total' Conferences (1) (A) (1) (B) Revocations Other 
STH LAE 7,042 783 8 135 24 68 548 
LA,M 1,138 130 0 29 3 7 91 
LA,W 2,025 218 26 68 28 19 77 
MS,N 1,372 86 0 12 8 7 59 
MS,S 2,154 226 0 121 0 6 99 
TX,E 994 277 0 123 1 30 123 
TX,N 2,036 526 26 393 25 17 65 
TX,S 5,051 1,202 13 230 115 107 737 
TX,W 96 | 525 1 109 14 95 306 
6TH KY,E Reg 333 148 53 55 48 29 
KY,W 1,072 326 26 138 16 47 99 
MIE 2,470 668 465 63 14 15 111 
MI,.W 1,567 456 247 17 1 7 184 
OH,N 598 103 7 65 0 10 21 
OH,S 2,427 116 0 70 19 20 7 
TNE 1,834 894 108 522 79 24 161 
TN,M 1,222 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TN.W 832 334 1 44 63 52 174 
7TH =ILC 2,536 185 3 72 40 4 66 
IL,N 3,349 31 0 17 12 2 0 
iL.S 1,607 524 0 179 23 7 315 
IN,N 1,863 343 170 62 16 44 51 
IN,S 1,996 260 0 191 18 41 10 
WIE 1,463 574 35 213 148 19 159 
WI.W 
8TH AR,E 
AR,W 
1A,N 
1A,S 
MN 
MO,E 
MO,W 
ND 
NE 
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Table M-4 (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Criminal Proceedings 


Motions 
Total 
Criminal and Pretrial 636 (B) (636) (B) Probation 
Circuit and District | Civil Matters' Toial' Conferences (1) (A) (1) (B) Revocations Other 
STH AK 254 106 2 43 26 16 19 
AZ 1,554 1,037 260 146 234 195 202 
CA,C 4,398 803 0 192 19 13 579 
CA,E 3,993 773 5 48 2 92 626 
CA,N 3,659 947 1 88 50 32 776 
CA,S 8,719 4,209 0 48 132 179 3,850 
Hi 3,851 854 329 186 6 0 333 
ID 507 67 2 12 19 19 15 
MT 374 34 0 3 2 27 2 
NV 2,543 441 4 277 48 45 67 
OR 2,988 303 1 75 30 19 178 
WA,E 574 447 0 383 21 0 43 
WA,W 394 104 1 1 0 67 35 
10TH CO 5,066 432 286 0 20 74 52 
KS 3,002 504 249 84 10 37 124 
NM 3,078 446 0 303 59 13 71 
OK,E 136 5 0 0 0 5 0 
OK,N 1,169 65 0 6 2 7 50 
OK,W 758 176 5 0 1 12 158 
UT 1,664 695 301 89 17 207 81 
wy 539 4 0 4 0 0 0 
11TH ALM 1,666 484 147 236 21 26 54 
AL,N 1,648 919 343 442 92 5 37 
AL,S 2,094 537 247 120 7 3 160 
FL,M 10,202 4,044 204 2,204 798 132 706 
FL,N 406 175 0 1 1 12 161 
FL.S 11,759 3,736 85 2,898 258 59 436 
GA,M 288 260 0 3 133 8 116 
GA,N 2,260 1,144 360 424 214 68 78 
GA,S 2,514 1,305 0 1,016 64 49 176 


‘ EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS ARE NOT INCLUDED. 
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Table M-4A. 
U.S. District Courts—Proceedings and Cases Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. 
Sections 636(B) and 636(C) During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Civil Proceedings Civil Cases 


Section Section | Prisoner Petitions haat 


Pretriai | 636 (B) 636 (B) Civii | Social | Special 636 (C) 
Circuit and District Total’ Conferences (1) (A) (1) (B) Other | Total State Federal Rights Security Master Consent Cases 
TOTAL 155,002 63,220 59,219 10,298 22,265 42,922 9,261 4,024 13,151 5,261 886 10,339 
DC 654 367 164 65 ga 28 0 8) 0 Q 0 28 
1ST NA 1,182 157 637 112 276 132 25 1 14 0 0 92 
ME 553 201 98 97 157 140 17 22 32 24 0 45 
NH 308 106 143 36 23 85 4 2 24 0 20 35 
PR 324 200 63 43 18 95 1 23 5 35 1 30 


2ND 


4TH 
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Table M-4A. (September 30, 1998-—-Continued) 


cn 


Civil Proceedings Civil Cases 
Section Section ___ Prisoner Petitions _ | Section 
Pretrial 636 (8B) 636 (6) os | Civil Social Special 636 (C) 
Circult and District Total’ Conferences (A) (1) (8) Other > _ Total of ‘State i _ Federal Rights Security ? Master 7 Consent ¢ Cases 
5TH LA.E 6,259 2,646 1,970 392 1,251 808 198 14 306 67 86 137 
LAM 1,008 499 333 86 90 426 83 1 190 56 2 94 
LA,W 1,807 637 662 406 102 717 163 100 329 77 0 58 
MS,N 1,286 848 398 19 2) 360 82 7 165 23 0 83 
MS,S 1,928 1,352 470 76 30 320 74 20 97 56 4 69 
TX.E 717 232 266 86 133 2,001 390 265 1,014 67 12 253 
TX,N 1,510 27 1,099 4) 343 1,920 787 240 462 92 1 338 
TS 3,849 1,116 1,847 434 452 1,413 270 164 359 166 0 454 
TXW 436 44 197 96 99 1,120 300 243 351 69 0 157 
6TH KY,E 556 172 255 53 76 313 82 84 66 5 3 73 
KY,W 746 392 263 40 51 330 84 25 64 140 0 17 
MIE 1,802 71 977 67 687 626 135 5 166 266 0 3 
MI,W 1,111 399 400 65 247 758 229 21 331 133 0 44 
OH,N 495 185 110 110 90 676 74 10 25 120 0 447 
OH,S 2,311 1,011 667 418 215 1,010 269 61 226 190 65 199 
TNE 940 133 440 51 316 458 0 0 3 273 0 182 
™N.M 1,222 618 425 93 86 246 17 8 151 18 15 37 
™TN.W 498 273 188 10 27 71 3 3 0 13 4 48 
7TH IL,C 2,351 624 1,146 255 326 84 0 0 0 45 0 39 
IL,N 3,318 1,509 1,469 108 232 413 0 0 2 9 0 402 
iL,S 1,083 560 446 8 69 316 16 16 153 31 0 100 
IN,N 1,520 1,165 128 28 199 289 0 0 8 1 1 279 
INS 1,736 1,231 432 44 29 154 0 0 2 12 5 135 
WILE 889 398 268 176 47 363 14 32 77 40 0 200 
Wi Ww 492 271 162 6 53 36 25 0 0 11 0 0 
8TH ARE 226 47 74 15 90 1,440 109 4 598 123 0 606 
AR,W 193 85 36 12 60 448 27 21 137 48 0 215 
1A,N 608 324 100 65 119 103 8 0 12 11 0 72 
1A.S 1,260 593 556 9 102 81 5 1 12 0 0 63 
MN 5,222 1,648 1,756 503 1,315 438 115 43 86 128 1 65 
MO,E 101 6 46 44 5 677 96 17 0 57 0 507 
MO,W 204 127 12 52 13 597 0 58 e777 0 0 262 
ND 251 193 46 6 6 83 14 2 12 20 1 34 
NE 1,509 570 743 50 146 134 42 22 50 0 0 20 
SD 138 46 38 13 41 23 2 6 2 0 0 13 
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Table M-4A. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Civil Proceedings Civil Cases 
| Section Section Prisoner Petitions Section 
Pretrial 636 (B) 636 (B) Civil Social Special 636 (C) 
Circuit and District Total’ Conterences (1) (A) (1) (B) Other Total State Federal Rights Security Master Consent Cases 
9TH AK 148 1 67 43 27 17 27 19 29 0 0 2 
AZ 517 246 170 27 74 279 119 84 12 15 1 48 
CA,C 3,595 868 1,312 104 1,311 2,145 1,172 140 449 139 1 244 
CALE 3,220 395 1,223 210 1,392 2,102 440 31 1,391 76 0 164 
CA,N 2,712 940 1,034 67 671 307 0 0 1 2 0 304 
CA,S 4,510 3,224 459 48 779 142 74 1 21 2 44 
HI 2,997 1,852 356 87 702 125 25 1 38 0 30 31 
iD 440 23 216 84 117 164 13 9 16 29 0 77 
MI 340 183 49 99 9 266 42 5 79 19 0 121 
NV 2,102 337 1,297 123 345 275 55 52 127 6 0 35 
OR 2,685 494 1,083 525 583 411 56 26 38 56 0 235 
WA,E 127 49 12 22 44 145 17 5 34 0 1 88 
= WA,Ww 290 73 97 82 38 582 169 50 159 94 0 110 
& 1TH CO 4,634 2,888 1,155 151 440 209 29 31 145 0 4 0 
KS 2,498 845 1,545 37 71 48 7 2 3 5 0 31 
NM 2,632 1,460 751 43 378 642 190 57 67 231 0 97 
OK,E 131 128 1 0 2 154 13 1 0 54 0 86 
OK,N 1,104 165 423 78 438 205 12 5 4 13 1 170 
OK,W 582 405 56 24 97 615 256 41 166 123 0 29 
UT 969 394 317 19 239 104 18 24 60 2 0 0 
wy 535 219 268 0 48 9 1 1 6 0 0 1 
11TH AL.M 1,182 251 757 40 134 466 68 23 239 45 0 91 
AL,N 729 85 277 230 137 401 130 51 179 0 0 41 
AL,S 1,557 397 787 48 325 386 74 3 175 93 0 41 
FL.M 6,158 547 4,565 473 573 629 4 12 2 412 13 186 
FL,N 231 a) 190 4 23 1,118 212 239 554 104 1 8 
FL.S 8,023 146 6,611 778 488 1,862 412 662 672 61 2 53 
GA,M 28 1 15 7 5 274 43 0 154 8 0 69 
GA,N 1,116 106 592 283 135 1,086 156 86 282 115 418 29 
GA,S 1,209 50 1,069 42 48 761 84 121 456 91 0 9 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


' EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS ARE NOT INCLUDED 
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Table M-5. 
U.S. District Courts—Evidentiary Proceedings Conducted by 
U.S. Magistrate Judges Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Sections 636(B) and 636(C) 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


- —_—— 
Special Master Under Consensual Civil Cases 
Hearings Under Section 636 (8) (1) (8) Section 636 (B) (2) Terminated Under Section 636 (C) 
Prisoner Petitions After Trial 
State Federal Civil With Without Without 
District Total Criminal Civil Habeas | Habeas Rights Total Hearing Hearing Total Trial Jury Nonjury 
TOTAL 3,686 1,998 740 84 172 692 886 248 638 10,339 8,791 892 656 
DC 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 18 8 2 
1ST MA 10 2 6 2 0 0 0 0 0 92 63 19 10 
ME 27 23 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 45 29 10 6 
NH 6 0 1 Vy) 0 5 20 9 1 35 34 0 1 
PR 41 31 8 0 2 0 1 1 0 30 27 3 0 
Ri 12 3 7 0 2 0 0 0 0 13 12 0 1 
2ND CT 26 2 22 1 1 0 0 0 0 70 41 16 13 
NY,E 13 3 9 0 1 0 0 0 0 88 52 18 i8 
NY,N 3 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 1 108 88 17 3 
NY,S 13 3 10 0 0 0 13 2 11 227 162 45 20 
NY,W 30 28 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 95 77 11 7 
VT 4 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 45 44 1 0 
3RD DE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 
NJ 4 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 49 23 19 7 
PA,E 16 3 10 1 1 1 141 141 0 78 44 27 7 
PA,M 2 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 77 61 10 6 
PA,W 10 1 4 3 ( 2 0 0 0 43 27 14 2 
Vi 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 2 
4TH MD 9 0 6 0 0 3 0 0 0 188 153 26 9 
NC,E 6 3 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 9 6 3 0 
NC,M 4 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 96 92 3 1 
NC,W 13 12 0 0 1 0 0 0 251 237 5 9 
Sc 0 0 0 0 0 J 33 21 12 109 90 10 9 
VA,E 13 0 8 0 0 5 0 0 0 99 68 16 15 
VA,W 15 4 2 2 5 2 0 0 0 200 191 6 3 
WV,N 45 36 7 1 0 1 0 0 0 7 6 0 1 
WV,.S 3 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 106 105 0 1 
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Table M-5. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Special Master Under Consensual Civil Cases 
Hearings Under Section 636 (B) (1) (B) Section 636 (B) (2) Terminated Under Section 636 (C) 
Prisoner Petitions After Trial 
State Federal Civil With Without Without 
Listrict Total Criminal Civil Habeas | Habeas Rights Total Hearing Hearing Total Trial | Jury Nonjury 
5TH LA,E 58 1 2 0 1 54 86 6 80 137 110 12 15 
LA,M 7 1 3 0 0 3 2 0 2 94 67 18 9 
LA,W 27 16 5 1 0 5 0 0 0 58 46 8 4 
MS,N 104 1 1 1 0 101 0 0 0 83 73 6 4 
MS,S 73 0 0 5 2 66 4 0 4 69 47 5 17 
TX,E 157 1 12 1 0 143 12 11 1 253 172 36 45 
TX,N 78 3 8 3 10 54 1 1 0 338 250 35 53 
TX,S 95 6 33 4 4 48 0 0 0 454 377 58 19 
TX,W 72 14 23 2 5 28 0 0 0 157 143 8 6 
6TH KY,E 49 29 19 0 1 0 3 0 3 73 57 14 2 
KY,W 38 37 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 17 14 3 0 
MIE 46 3 43 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 2 1 
MI,W 5 1 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 44 42 1 1 
OH,N 8 3 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 447 429 15 3 
OH,S 4 1 1 1 0 1 65 3 62 199 161 20 18 
TN,E 71 61 8 1 0 1 0 0 0 182 160 14 8 
T™N.M 17 8 1 0 8 15 2 13 37 29 5 3 
TN.W 48 45 2 0 1 0 4 4 0 48 35 6 7 
7TH IL,C 14 4 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 39 27 9 3 
IL,N 28 10 17 0 0 1 0 0 0 402 362 15 25 
iL,S 15 0 4 2 4 5 0 0 0 100 77 16 7 
IN,N 8 0 5 0 0 3 1 0 1 279 258 16 5 
IN,S 1 0 1 0 0 0 5 4 1 135 117 14 4 
WIE 35 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 200 193 4 3 
Wi,W 16 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
8TH AR,E 67 0 0 0 0 67 0 0 0 606 573 9 24 
AR,W 45 0 3 1 9 32 0 0 0 215 159 3 53 
1A,N 78 56 15 3 0 4 0 0 0 72 54 6 12 
1A,S 12 0 3 2 0 7 0 0 0 63 40 11 12 
MN 323 318 3 0 2 0 1 0 1 65 55 7 3 
MO,E 300 300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 507 472 26 9 
MO,W 78 18 57 0 1 2 0 0 0 262 247 13 2 
ND 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 34 30 2 2 
NE 279 258 16 0 4 1 0 0 0 20 15 3 2 
SD 9 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 11 1 1 
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Table M-5. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Special Master Under 


Consensual Civil Cases 


Hearings Under Section 636 (B) (1) (B) Section 636 (B) (2) Terminated Under Section 636 (C) 
Prisoner Petitions After Trial 
State Federal Civil With Without Without 
District Total Criminal Civil Habeas Habeas Rights Total Hearing Hearing Total Trial Jury Nonjury 
9TH AK g 7 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 
AZ 55 47 8 0 0 0 1 1 0 48 43 2 3 
CA,C 16 0 5 10 1 0 1 0 1 244 214 9 21 
CA,E 22 2 14 3 1 2 0 0 0 164 144 15 5 
CA,N 14 y 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 304 289 8 7 
CA,S 7 3 3 1 0 0 2 0 2 44 37 5 2 
HI 9 1 7 0 1 0 30 13 17 31 23 3 5 
iD 8 7 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 77 73 2 2 
MT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 121 111 10 0 
NV 28 24 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 35 28 7 0 
OR 7 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 235 193 30 12 
WA,E 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 88 86 1 1 
WA,W 12 3 3 4 2 0 0 0 0 110 102 4 4 
10TH CO 22 0 13 2 6 1 4 3 1 0 0 0 0 
KS 3 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 31 23 6 2 
NM 25 1 14 3 5 2 0 0 0 97 79 8 10 
OK,E 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 86 80 5 1 
OK,N 15 2 11 2 0 0 1 0 1 170 169 1 0 
OK,W 10 1 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 20 1 8 
UT 124 108 7 1 3 5 0 0 0 ( 0 0 0 
WY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 
11TH ALM 13 3 2 1 3 4 0 0 0 91 81 8 2 
AL,N 21 8 4 2 4 3 0 0 0 41 39 0 2 
AL,S 5 0 0 1 0 4 0 0 0 4) 30 8 3 
FL,M 141 82 55 2 2 0 13 2 11 186 139 29 18 
FL,N 19 1 4 0 14 0 1 1 0 & 8 0 0 
FL,S 382 193 133 8 47 1 2 0 2 53 39 7 7 
GA,M 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 69 63 3 3 
GA,N 77 74 0 1 2 0 418 23 395 29 21 6 2 
GA,S 47 19 5 0 15 8 0 J 0 9 2 6 1 
_ 


zZ€ 


Table P-1, 


U.S. District Courts—Passport Applications Processed and Aliens Administered Oath of Allegiance 
During the Tweive-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Aliens Aliens 
Circuit Passport Administered Circuit Passport Administered 
and Applications Oath of and Applications Oath of 
District Processed Allegiance District Processed’ Allegiance 
Total 174 437,561 4th Circuit (Continued) 
VA,E 20 2,834 
DC No 1,037 VA,W No 431 
WV,N 145 11 
Tet Circuit 0 14,363 wv,s No 138 
Mt No 96 
MA No 8,877 Sth Circuit 2 32,004 
NH No 658 LA,E No 1,261 
Rl No 2,465 LA,M No 158 
PR No 2,257 LA.W No 328 
MS,N No 132 
2nd Circuit 0 126,631 MS,S No 105 
cT No 7,398 TX,N No 5,939 
NY,N No 963 TX,E No 1,481 
NY,E No 26,435 TX,S 2 16,486 
NY,S No 90,141 TX,W No 6,114 
NY,W No 1,592 
vT No 302 6th Circuit 0 15,979 
KY,E No 295 
3rd Circuit 0 24,317 KY,W No 429 
DE No 365 Mie No 6,119 
NJ No 19,816 Mi,W No 1,346 
PA,E No 856 OH,N No 3,362 
PA.M No 257 OH,S No 2,712 
PA,W No 933 TN.E No 449 
vi No 2,090 TN.M No 701 
TN,W No 566 
4th Circuit 166 6,980 
MD No 1,868 7th Circuit 0 23,701 
NCE No 122 1L,N No 18,576 
NC,.M No 118 IL,C No 390 
NCW No 99 iL,S No 98 
Sc 1 1,259 IN,N No 1,226 
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Table P-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Aliens Aliens 
Circuit Passport Administered Circuit Passport Administered 
and Applications Oath of and Applications Oath of 
District Processed* Allegiance District Processed* Allegiance 

7th Circuit (Continued) 9th Circuit (Continued) 
IN,S No 1,191 NV No 3,832 
WIE No 1,773 OR No 1,252 
Wi.wW No 447 WA,E No 2,436 
WA,W No 613 
Bth Circuit 0 10,548 GU No 1,343 
ARE No 29¢ NMI No 33 

AR,W No 411 

1A,N No 579 10th Circuit 0 5,986 
iA.S No 906 co No 61 
MN No 4,800 KS No 2,226 
MO,E No 1,095 NM No 965 
MO.W No 1,090 OK,N No 249 
NE No 963 OK.E wo “ 
ND No 166 OK,W No 397 
SD No 244 UT No 1,969 
wy No 53 
Oh Ciroun ° anes 11th Circuit 0 2,932 
AK No 907 AL.N No 68 
AZ No 4,596 AL.M No 58 
CA,N No 34,957 AL.S No 57 
CA,E No 14,812 FL.N No 349 
CA,C No 94,627 FL.M No 601 
CA,S 6 8,460 FL.S No 944 
HI No 4,038 GA,N No 722 
iD No 864 GA,M No 0 
MT No 113 GA,S No 133 


* EXCLUDES PASSPORTS PROCESSED BY REGIONAL U.S. PASSPORT OFFICES, U.S POST OFFICES, AND STATE COURTS 
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Table T-1. 
U.S. District Couris—Civil and Criminal Trials, by District, 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended S« otember 30, 1998 


Civil Criminal 
Eee t 
Motions, Motions, 
Total All On the Issue" __| injunctions, |__On Charge(s)’ ___| Orders, Sentencing 
Circuit and District Trials’ Total Jury | Nonjury | and Other’ Total Jury Nonjury | and Other’ Hearings‘ 

TOTAL 20,139 9,349 4,125 2,148 3,076 10,790 3,611 397 2,639 3,943 

DC 194 104 26 45 33 90 67 6 12 5 
18ST 541 294 157 67 70 247 115 8 88 36 

ME 54 34 27 5 2 20 "1 7 2 
MA 195 142 64 41 37 53 36 4 8 5 
NH 65 36 27 2 7 29 5 9 15 
Ri 70 37 18 13 6 33 2) 2 5 5 
PR 157 45 21 6 18 112 42 2 59 9 

w 

> 2ND 1,584 999 479 273 247 585 247 39 194 105 
CT 216 148 81 35 32 68 30 3 18 17 
NY,N 102 70 46 18 6 32 17 1 9 5 
NY,E 445 270 113 77 80 175 75 27 43 30 
NY,S 653 424 192 125 107 229 102 6 97 24 
NY,W 82 50 28 13 32 19 1 7 5 
VT 86 37 19 5 49 4 1 20 24 
3RD 1,389 962 481 213 427 190 21 115 101 

DE 90 74 22 19 16 3 ° 5 8 
NJ 331 230 117 53 101 45 9 21 26 
PAE 465 346 205 79 119 82 4 15 18 
PA,M 231 132 65 16 99 24 2 48 25 
PA,W 228 166 69 38 62 18 6 15 23 
vi 44 14 3 8 30 18 . 1 1 
4TH 2,004 885 371 166 1,119 426 59 274 360 


Table T-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Civil Criminal 
—- 
Motions, Motions, 
Total All On the Issue’ Injunctions, |____ On Charge(s | Orders, Sentencing 
Circuit and District Triais' Total Jury | Nonjury and Other’ Total Jury Nonjury and Other’ Hearings‘ 

5TH 4,029 1,464 507 320 657 2,545 489 68 445 1,543 

LA,E 229 167 70 68 29 62 19 4 17 22 
LA.M 47 22 6 13 3 25 10 6 2 7 
LA.W 169 116 42 43 31 53 26 2 13 12 
MS,N 94 68 40 7 21 26 12 1 4 9 
MS,S 162 114 57 32 25 48 26 1 y 12 
TX,N 363 221 77 36 108 142 62 2 37 41 
TX,E 253 139 67 19 53 114 47 4 31 32 
TX,S 2,165 449 86 66 297 1,716 149 14 216 1,337 
TX,W 547 188 62 36 90 359 138 34 116 71 
6TH 1,558 802 383 163 256 756 304 14 187 251 

KY.E 109 45 34 5 6 64 35 1 24 4 
KY,W 153 61 33 11 17 92 26 . 33 33 
¥ MIE 222 142 82 42 18 80 42 2 19 17 
a“ MI,W 108 37 11 6 20 71 27 1 32 11 
OH,N 188 131 72 21 38 57 45 2 5 5 
OH,S 264 126 46 12 68 138 23 1 23 91 
TN,E 161 94 38 14 42 67 29 3 14 21 
™N.M 178 89 35 21 33 89 21 1 22 45 
TN.W 175 77 32 31 14 98 56 3 15 24 
7TH 1,174 559 234 122 203 615 208 18 167 222 

I1L,N 371 238 95 67 76 133 56 8 35 34 
iL,C 100 44 20 6 18 56 26 16 14 
iL,S 192 69 36 12 21 123 30 . 57 36 
IN.N 187 52 20 8 24 135 49 1 20 65 
INS 202 79 20 14 45 123 16 1 38 68 
WIE 70 44 21 10 13 26 20 4 . 2 
Wwi,W 52 33 22 5 6 19 11 4 1 3 
8TH 1,672 736 368 148 220 936 329 22 166 419 

AR,E 265 161 78 39 44 104 32 5 51 16 
AR,W 98 67 50 12 5 31 8 3 20 
1A.N 177 26 14 4 8 151 25 1 11 114 
1A,S 134 31 8 6 17 103 27 43 33 
MN 133 62 38 11 13 71 63 3 2 3 
MO,E 188 127 67 20 40 61 45 3 4 a 
MO,W 214 147 51 30 66 67 36 6 25 
NE 188 84 43 20 21 104 28 2 25 49 
ND 33 7 7 26 19 - 4 3 
i) 8] 242 24 12 6 6 218 46 8 17 147 
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Table T-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Civil Criminal 
Total All On the Issue’ Injunctions, On Charge(s)’ Orders, | Sentencing 
Circuit and District Trials’ Total Jury | Nonjury | and Other | Total Jury | Nonjury | and Other | Hearings’ 

9TH 2,257 925 364 318 243 1,332 607 86 461 178 
AK 64 27 13 13 ; 37 15 2 ’ 19 
AZ 217 81 40 22 19 136 44 16 72 4 
CA.N 182 120 57 34 29 62 34 7 14 7 
CAE 131 46 33 1 2 85 52 ’ 25 7 
CA,C 368 197 86 110 ; 171 147 21 3 : 
CAS 396 54 28 11 15 342 130 12 192 8 
HI 51 12 4 6 2 39 18 ' 18 3 
iD 84 39 11 17 11 45 11 4 7 23 
MT 52 15 6 b 3 37 30 3 4 
NV 186 79 26 14 39 107 42 1 13 51 
OR 152 44 19 12 13 108 25 8 51 24 
WA.E 197 97 4 6 87 100 13 10 56 21 
WA.W 147 106 37 48 21 a1 26 4 5 6 
GUAM 26 7 7 19 17 1 ; 
NMI 4 1 1 - 3 3 : : 

10TH 1,336 596 273 124 199 740 218 32 302 188 
co 239 141 58 47 36 98 22 24 36 16 
KS 210 70 39 6 25 140 40 2 68 30 
NM 264 90 35 20 35 174 63 2 79 30 
OK.N 131 67 24 17 26 64 17 ; 27 19 
OK.E 76 41 24 3 14 35 8 19 8 
OK,W 204 100 55 14 31 104 24 42 38 
UT 77 42 20 13 9 35 28 : 2 5 
wy 135 45 18 4 23 90 16 3 29 42 

11TH 2,401 1,003 482 189 332 1,398 611 24 228 535 
AL.N 183 125 61 25 39 58 30 2 12 14 
ALM 93 46° 22 13 "1 47 27 , 5 15 
AL,S 175 87 21 12 54 88 32 , 23 33 
FL.N 229 58 30 9 19 171 63 5 42 61 
FLM 425 161 92 47 22 264 125 6 31 102 
FL,S 595 241 127 45 69 354 221 6 37 90 
GAN 398 156 64 30 62 242 51 3 49 139 
GAM 112 46 31 3 12 66 30 2 22 12 
GAS 191 82 34 5 44 108 32 ' 7 69 


* CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS BEFORE A COURT OR JURY AT WHICH EVIDENCE IS INTRODUCED 


? PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING A JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE OR A VERDICT IN A CRIMINAL CASE INCLUDES 


SUMMARY TRIALS 


* CONTESTED HEARINGS ON MOTIONS FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS. TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS. EVIDENCE. OR OTHER MATTERS 
NOT RESULTING IN A FINAL JUDGMENT OR VERDICT. 


* HEARINGS UNDER RULE 32 FR CR PAT WHICH CONTESTED EVIDENCE OR TESTIMONY IS PRESENTED CONCERNING SENTENCES IMPOSED 


ON DEFENDANTS AFTER CONVICTION. NOT ALL SENTENCING HEARINGS QUALIFY AS TRIALS. 
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Table T-2. 


U.S. District Courts—Length of Civil and Criminal Trials Resulting in a Verdict or Judgment, 
by District, for the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Civil Trials 


10 
12 
16 
18 
12 


22 


Trials 


13 
11 
12 
11 


10 


10 
15 
15 
11 


10 


12 


13 
27 
51 
163 
172 
47 


17 
18 


161 
19 
13 
31 
17 
14 


14 
15 
14 
14 


Civil Trials 


16 
31 
18 
12 
17 
12 
17 
1§ 
16 


105 


17 
27 
12 
19 
24 


47 
113 
124 

17 


113 
116 
177 
137 
168 

45 
140 


Table T-2. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


TAN 
TXKE 
TS 
™w 


10 


24 


~ 


27 


14 
11 


18 
10 
10 


11 


1§ 


11 


12 
11 
14 


21 


17 
24 
15 


351 


12 
15 


1 
14 
17 

112 
10 


12 
11 


14 


11 


13 


14 
14 
19 
12 
13 
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Table T-2. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 
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o Civil Trials Criminal Trials 
pn mee - : es ie — — 
Circult and Total 1 | 2 3 400 1to 18 | 20 Days 1 2 | 3 | 4to8 10t0 18 | 20 Days 

District All Trials Total Day | Days Days Days Days | of More Total Day Days Days | Days Days or More 

OTH 1,376 662 110 114 96 272 74 16 603 120 160 136 219 60 y 
AK 43 26 . 2 8 16 ' 17 3 2 6 6 : 
AZ 122 62 6 20 A) 23 7 1 60 20 1 1 13 3 2 
CA,N 192 91 13 6 9 4) 20 2 4) 6 3 § 16 10 1 
CAE 97 44 4 7 o) 18 6 53 4 rT 1 17 1 2 
CA,C G4 196 36 29 23 77 24 4 168 21 24 28 76 18 1 
CAS 161 39 4 7 18 3 3 142 23 54 29 31 5 
HI 28 10 1 4 3 1 1 18 2 4 2 4 1 . 
iD 43 26 16 2 10 1 15 2 2 2 7 1 1 
MI 42 12 3 2 4 2 1 30 4 12 6 5 2 1 
NV 83 40 4 10 12 12 2 43 6 12 10 10 5 
OR 64 31 8 6 10 3 33 1 6 7 8 1 
WA.E 33 10 3 3 4 23 9 § 6 2 1 
WA,W 116 85 13 18 13 36 5 30 4 4 6 1 1 . 
GUAM 24 7 6 1 1 17 1 3 5 6 1 1 

g NMI 4 { { 3 { 2 
vy.) 

10TH 647 397 77 68 76 147 27 2 250 62 52 62 64 4 1 
co 161 105 28 i) 13 45 9 1 46 21 6 8 8 2 1 
KS 87 45 4 § 8 22 § 1 42 § 9 13 13 2 
NM 120 55 14 9 10 20 2 65 14 24 16 10 1 
OK,N 59 41 10 12 7 8 4 18 2 3 5 6 2 
OK,E 35 27 7 3 1 6 8 1 2 5 . 
OK,W 93 69 1 21 17 17 3 24 4 2 9 8 1 
UT 61 33 2 i) 8 14 28 1 7 4 5 1 
wy 41 22 1 2 15 4 19 4 1 5 4 

11TH 1,306 671 170 140 123 218 17 3 635 60 145 177 198 20 18 
AL,N 118 86 34 17 14 20 1 . 32 6 4 12 a) 1 
AL.M 62 35 1 8 8 7 . 1 27 4 5 i] 9 . 
ALS 65 33 13 10 5 4 1 . 32 5 11 4 7 1 
FL.N 107 39 9 5 gy 15 1 68 7 20 28 12 1 
FL.M 270 139 28 43 23 39 4 2 131 18 28 46 35 2 2 
FL.S 399 172 41 25 37 64 5 227 23 42 52 88 12 10 
GA,N 148 94 17 12 10 50 5 54 6 9 8 25 4 2 
GA,M 66 34 6 g 10 9 32 4 13 7 8 
GA.S 71 39 11 1 7 10 32 7 13 7 5 


NOTE. THIS TABLE INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY. THIS TABLE EXCLUDES ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGES, AND EXCLUDES HEARINGS ON TEMPO. 
RARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON CONTESTED MOTIONS, AND OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS NOT RESULTING IN A VERDICT OR JUDGMENT SUMMARY TRIALS ARE 
INCLUDED. CIVIL DATA INCLUDE TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES 
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Table V-1. 
U.S. District Courts—Services Provided to and Received From Other District Courts 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


LS a a a a 
Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
——— eS ——EE————— = . . _— — 
Judges Providing Judges Providing 
Service Criminal Service Criminal 
Civil Cases Detendants Trials pm nr a nm eee 6 Clvll Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status a Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ | Status | Number | Terminated | Terminated | Completed” 
TOTAL ACTIVE 07 686 120 131 ACTIVE 97 686 120 131 
SENIOR 60 617 00 253 SENIOR oO Sas ee 253 
oc ACTIVE . . . : ACTIVE . ; . : 
APPEALS ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 
1sT ACTIVE q 6 . 2 ACTIVE 3 6 . 2 
SENIOR . . : = SENIOR 2 107 —_ b 
% ME ACTIVE , ACTIVE 1 , 1 
SENIOR :, : , , SENIOR 1 34 , : 
MA ACTIVE 1 :, , 1 ACTIVE , , . 
SENIOR :, . , : SENIOR 1 73 6 
NH ACTIVE 1 6 , ACTIVE 
SENIOR . . , , SENIOR 
RI ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 1 6 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR . . 
PR ACTIVE 1 . : 1 ACTIVE 1 , 1 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR : :, . . 
APPEALS ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 
SENIOR . ; . . SENIOR 
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Table V-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
ee — — i, a, 
Judges Providing Judges Providing 
me Criminal Service Criminal 
Civil Cases Detendants Trials ~~} Civil Cases Detendants Trials 
Circult and District Stetus ‘| Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
2ND ACTIVE 2 . 2 ACTIVE 6 4 1 5 
SENIOR 8 316 3 58 SENIOR 12 257 13 37 
cr ACTIVE 1 1 ACTIVE . ; 
SENIOR 1 4 "1 SENIOR 1 231 14 
NY,N ACTIVE . ACTIVE . . 
SENIOR 1 3 SENIOR 1 4 
NYE ACTIVE 1 1 ACTIVE 4 1 4 
SENIOR 2 6 4 SENIOR 1 . 3 
NY,S ACTIVE . ACTIVE 1 3 1 . 
SENIOR 4 304 3 40 SENIOR 4 26 13 16 
NY,W ACTIVE ACTIVE 
SENIOR SENIOR 
vT ACTIVE ACTIVE 1 1 
SENIOR SENIOR . 
APPEALS ACTIVE ACTIVE 
SENIOR SENIOR 
3RD ACTIVE 9 y 2 2 ACTIVE 9 9 2 2 
SENIOR 10 143 12 SENIOR 5 8 . 2 
DE ACTIVE . ACTIVE 
SENIOR 1 2 1 SENIOR 
NJ ACTIVE 1 1 . ACTIVE 
SENIOR 2 4 6 SENIOR 
PAE ACTIVE 7 9 1 ACTIVE 1 . 1 
SENIOR 5 128 2 SENIOR 1 1 : 
PAM ACTIVE ACTIVE 2 1 1 1 
SENIOR SENIOR 
PAW ACTIVE 1 1 1 ACTIVE 6 8 1 
SENIOR 2 9 3 SENIOR 2 2 . 
vi ACTIVE ACTIVE ‘ . ; 
SENIOR SENIOR 2 5 2 
APPEALS ACTIVE ACTIVE 
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Table V-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
Judges Providing Judges Providing 
an Criminal Service Criminal 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Defendants Triais 
Circuit and District Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
4TH ACTIVE 4 1 3 . ACTIVE 4 1 3 - 
SENIOR 4 3 . 3 SENIOR 7 17 2 22 
MD ACTIVE . . : . ACTIVE , ' : 
SENIOR 1 1 . . SENIOR 1 15 2 14 
NCE ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE ; ' 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 1 
NC.M ACTIVE 1 . 1 ; ACTIVE : : ; . 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 : : 1 
NC.W ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE . : ; , 
m SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 . : 1 
~ Sc ACTIVE , : ACTIVE , , 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 2 . . 5 
VA.E ACTIVE 1 . 1 . ACTIVE 1 . 1 
SENIOR 2 2 . 2 SENIOR :, . 
VA.W ACTIVE - . - - ACTIVE 2 - 2 
SENIOR 1 : : 1 SENIOR ; . 
WV.N ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 1 1 - - 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 1 . 1 
WV,S ACTIVE 1 1 . : ACTIVE 
SENIOR : : . . SENIOR 
APPEALS ACTIVE 1 : 1 . ACTIVE 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 
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Table V-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
Judges Providing Judges Providing 
Criminal Service Criminal 
Service Civil Cases Detendants Trials Civil Cases Oetendants Trats 
Circuit and District Status 4 Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ Status | Number Terminated Terminated Complteted’ 
STW ACTIVE 19 24 2 24 ACTIVE 22 24 3 23 
SENIOR 6 32 26 32 SENIOR 10 64 26 28 
LA.E ACTIVE 4 3 . 2 ACTIVE 1 1 
SENIOR 4 25 9 22 SENIOR . . 
LA.M ACTIVE 1 2 . . ACTIVE 7 1 . 1 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 4 . . 
LA.W ACTIVE 5 10 1 y ACTIVE 1 2 
SENIOR . SENIOR 1 3 1 
MS.N ACTIVE 1 1 1 ACTIVE 3 6 4 
SENIOR SENIOR 
Ww 
& MS,S ACTIVE 3 6 4 ACTIVE 1 ' 1 
SENIOR SENIOR 
TX.N ACTIVE 1 2 ACTIVE 
SENIOR SENIOR 4 23 4 
TX,E ACTIVE 2 1 1 ACTIVE 1 1 
SENIOR 1 19 1 SENIOR 
T™.S ACTIVE ACTIVE 5 1 1 11 
SENIOR SENIOR 3 54 7 17 
TX.w ACTIVE 1 1 - ACTIVE 3 2 1 6 
SENIOR 1 7 4 SENIOR 1 19 1 
APPEALS ACTIVE 1 . . 6 ACTIVE 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 
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Table V-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
sudgnaOrariding Cremanai — Criminas 
Service Civil Cases Defendants Triais CivilCases | Defendants Triats 
Corcun and District Number Tertmnsted Termnated Compteted’ Status | Number | Terminated Terminated Completed’ 


9 97 12 6 
$2 11 35 SE MOR 4 3 2 3 
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Table V-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
Judges Providing 
Judges Providing Criminal — Crimine! 
Service Civil Cases Detendants Triale Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Ciroult and District Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ | Status | Number Terminated | Terminated | Completed’ 
6TH ACTIVE 6 8 1 2 ACTIVE 5 14 2 2 
SENIOR 6 156 6 27 SENIOR 7 1 1 uv 
ARE ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 
SENIOR 2 3 , 4 SENIOR 
AR.W ACTIVE 1 . 1 . ACTIVE 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 
\A.N ACTIVE 1 1 . ACTIVE 1 1 . , 
SENIOR 1 . . 1 SENIOR 1 . 1 1 
AS ACTIVE 1 ; . 2 ACTIVE 1 1 
SENIOR 1 ; 1 2 SENIOR . ; 
% MN ACTIVE 1 1 . . ACTIVE 1 § . . 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 4 ; : a 
MOE ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 
SENIOR 1 122 1 3 SENIOR 
MO,W ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 
NE ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE . . 
SENIOR 2 24 A 14 SENIOR 1 1 
ND ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 1 6 2 2 
SENIOR 1 9 . 3 SENIOR : ; : ‘ 
so ACTIVE 1 5 : . ACTIVE 1 1 : : 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 . . 2 
APPEALS ACTIVE 1 1 . : ACTIVE 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 
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Table V-1. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Services Provided to Other District Courts 


Services Received From Other District Courts 


—_—_, 


Ludgee Providing Judges Providing 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials -— Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circult and District Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ | Status | Number Terminated | Terminated Completed’ 
oTH ACTIVE 16 50 rr 22 ACTIVE 26 46 40 20 
| SENIOR 19 58 15 34 SENIOR 37 91 16 97 
AK ACTIVE , ; ACTIVE ) , 
SENIOR , 4 5 4 SENIOR 2 ; ' 
Az ACTIVE ; ' : ACTIVE 5 21 ' 
SENIOR 4 "1 ; , SENIOR 10 64 6 
CAN ACTIVE , : : ACTIVE ; ' , 
SENIOR 2 10 4 SENIOR § 7) 3 5 
CAE ACTIVE ACTIVE , , 
SENIOR SENIOR 2 2 
CAC ACTIVE 2 12 ? 4 ACTIVE 3 ; 2 
SENIOR 4 7 3 3 SENIOR 3 ' 5 
CAS ACTIVE ' { ACTIVE 3 ' , ? 
SENIOR , SENIOR 9 11 ? 14 
HI ACTIVE 1 6 . ACTIVE 2 10 2 4 
SENIOR , 3 3 "1 SENIOR { 2 2 
ID ACTIVE , 15 6 ACTIVE 3 8 
SENIOR : SENIOR 
MT ACTIVE ' 2 2 2 ACTIVE 2 2 12 3 
SENIOR , , SENIOR ; 
NV ACTIVE ACTIVE ' ' , 2 
SENIOR SENIOR 2 ; , 5 
OR ACTIVE 1 1 : ACTIVE ; . , 
SENIOR ? T 2 SENIOR 2 ' , 
WA,E ACTIVE 3 18 10 4 ACTIVE 
SENIOR { 5 4 5 SENIOR 
WA,W ACTIVE 2 5 12 2 ACTIVE 2 2 3 . 
SENIOR , ? 3 SENIOR , : 2 
GUAM ACTIVE ’ 3 ACTIVE 4 31 10 
SENIOR ' ' SENIOR . 
NMI ACTIVE ACTIVE 
SENIOR SENIOR 
APPEALS ACTIVE 2 6 , ACTIVE 
SENIOR , ; ' SENIOR 
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Table V-1. (September 30, 1996—Continued) 


Serre 


Services Provided to Other District Courts ices Received From Other District Courts 
Judges Providing —_ | Judges Providing 
Service Civil Cases Defendants Tits =| Service Civil Cases | Defendants Trials 
Cireult end District Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ | Status | Number | Terminated | Terminated Completed* 
10TH ACTIVE ry 452 32 50 ACTIVE 10 452 32 50 
SENIOR ‘ - 3 10 SENIOR 0 6 3 17 
co ACTIVE ACTIVE 3 299 2 26 
SENIOR SENIOR . : : 
ks ACTIVE 3 1 1 ’ ACTIVE 
SENIOR 2 2 ; : SENIOR ’ ’ 
NM ACTIVE ACTIVE 2 26 6 
SENIOR SENIOR 6 16 
OK,N ACTIVE , , ACTIVE ’ 125 29 17 
SENIOR 2 5 3 10 SENIOR . 
OK.E ACTIVE 2 126 29 17 ACTIVE ' 
SENIOR ; SENIOR 1 3 ’ 
OK,w ACTIVE ACTIVE 3 1 1 ’ 
SENIOR SENIOR : 
uT ACTIVE ACTIVE 1 ’ 
SENIOR SENIOR 2 4 
wy ACTIVE 3 299 2 30 ACTIVE 
SENIOR ' , SENIOR 
APPEALS ACTIVE ' 26 2 ACTIVE 
SENIOR ; SENIOR 
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Table V-1. (September 30, 19986—Continued) 


Services Provided to Other District Courts Services Received From Other District Courts 
Judges Providing Judges Providing 
Crtemnanad Service Criminal 
Service Civil Cases Detendents Tries CiviiCases | Defendants Triets 
Circult and District Status 2 Mumbes Terminated lerminated Cocapteted” Status Number Terminated Terminated Compteted* 
1176 ACTIVE 12 16 ®  ) ACTIVE 12 14 "1 10 

SEMOR 8 3 , 16 SEMOR 30 178 28 63 
ALN ACTIVE 2 2 ACTIVE 1 1 

SENIOR 2 2 2 4 SENIOR 
Al MA ACTIVE ACTIVE 5 1 11 6 

SENIOR SENIOR 13 8 18 20 
ALS ACTIVE ACTIVE 

SENIOR SENIOR 
FL.N ACTIVE 1 1 ACTIVE 

SENIOR 2 4 SENIOR 1 6 2 

o FLM ACTIVE 1 9 ACTIVE 2 

SENIOR 1 1 SENIOR 12 10 3 51 
FL.S ACTIVE 2 - - 3 ACTIVE 2 iB 

SENIOR 1 . : 1 SENIOR . . 
GA,N ACTIVE 2 . ACTIVE 1 1 

SENIOR 1 5 4 SENIOR 1 1 
GAM ACTIVE ACTIVE 1 1 

SENIOR SENIOR 
GAS ACTIVE ACTIVE 

SENIOR 1 1 2 SENIOR 3 159 1 10 
APPEALS ACTIVE 4 2 9 5 ACTIVE 

SENIOR SENIOR 
SPECIAL COURTS 
INTERNATIONAL TRADE ACTIVE 1 6 2 2 ACTIVE 

SENIOR 5 33 15 26 SENIOR 
FEDERAL CIRCUIT ACTIVE : . ‘ : ACTIVE 

SENIOR - . . . SENIOR 


* INCLUDES EACH TRIAL COMPLETED DURING THE PERIOD. WHETHER OR NOT A RELATED CASE ALSO WAS TERMINATED 
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Table V-2. 
U.S. Courts of Appeais—Services Provided by Visiting Judges in Appeals Terminated 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


Services Provided io Courts of Appeals Services Received From Other Courts 
Participetions in Participations in 
Juiges Appeeis Disposed of Judges Appeeis Disposed of 
After Subenis- Other After Submis. Other 
Oval sion on Judicial Oval sion on Judic tal 
Circunt Status Do Totel Heering Bnets Action Status No. Total Heering Bnets Action 
TOTAL 304 5,547 3,617 1,409 $21 394 5,547 3,617 1,409 $21 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE 1 241 158 57 26 ACTIVE "1 241 158 57 26 
SENIOR 1,433 936 379 118 SENIOR rt) 1,433 936 379 118 
w DISTRICT DISTRICT 
3 
ACTIVE 178 2.103 1348 538 217 ACTIVE 178 2,103 1,348 538 217 
SENIOR 125 1,770 1,175 435 160 SENIOR 125 1,770 1,175 435 160 
oc 1 3 3 - - 2 2 2 - - 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE ACTIVE 2 2 2 
SENIOR SENIOR 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
SENIOR 1 3 3 - - SENIOR 
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Table V-2. (September 30, 1996—Continued) 


Services Provided to Courts of Appesis Services Recerved From Other Cousts 
Partcspabons mn Participstions in 
dagen Appeats Disposed of Judges Appesis Disposed of 
a Aftor Afeee Service After After 
fess Subaes- Other After Subenes- Other 
Orai ston on acl Oral sion on Juchcsa 
Creu Status ho Tota bearwg Brets Action Status No. Total Heanng Bnets Acton 
1ST 18 104 100 3 1 23 194 188 € - 
APPEALS APPEALS 
SENIOR 3 22 21 - 1 SENIOR 5 62 58 4 - 
OISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 1 77 75 2 - ACTIVE 11 77 75 2 - 
SENIOR 4 5 ‘4 1 - SENIOR 7 55 55 - - 
S$ 2ND 61 919 519 253 147 78 1,543 «7 265 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE - - ACTIVE 4 141 86 31 24 
SENIOR 3 6 3 3 - SE AOR 14 373 216 89 68 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 3% 499 295 134 70 ACTIVE w@ 530 319 141 70 
SENIOR 22 414 221 116 77 SENIOR 22 499 250 146 103 
3RO 2 642 242 307 113 739 250 374 115 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 2 ‘e 6 12 - 
SENIOR 5 61 u“ 27 - SENIOR 10 133 65 ind 4 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 6 312 67 155 0 ACTIVE 6 312 67 155 bt) 
SENIOR 18 289 141 125 23 SE OR 20 276 112 143 21 
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Table V-2. (September 30, 1996—Continued) 


Servecss Procubed to Courts of Agupesta Serwoes foc erved from Otee Cowts 
Poxrtragahans » Parecapearmes © 
éatges Aggposin Ohapen 6 ef aaron, Aggpests Des poeed of 
Ales foes Ober ASeer Setumes- Chew 
Oval ee on sets Oxai 208 On cote 
Grom States fo Tow Hener wagg Grunts actan Siawes Me. Tots bere Ovurts Actus 
om @ avs 7 r- 18 a ed 375 6 "1 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE - ACTIWE - - - - 
SE™WOR 2 33 14 "1 a SEOR 3 4 «s 1 f 
OsSTRECT OsSTRECT 
ACTIVE x) 257 246 3 e ACTIVE x -) 257 246 3 8 
SEMOR 10 124 107 15 a SE RBOR a a7 é 2 
S s™ 2 21 zz 17 ” 17 178 167 2 9 
n 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE - ACTIVE - - 
SEOR 4 L. 4 & "1 6 SE960R 2 a7 37 - 
OsSTRECT OSSTRECT 
ACTIVE 14 127 114 4 3 ACTIVE 13 118 107 2 9 
S&960R 4 52 “o 2 1 S&s60R 2 23 23 - 
om sw es 32 wT Bw 5 -] S72 277 zs i 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE 1 i) 11 1 4 ACTIVE - - . ° . 
SEMOR a 78 73 5 SE980R 11 215 92 Fd 33 
OSTRACT OsSTRACT 
ACTIVE 19 7 155 118 Pr.) ACTIVE 19 Pa] 155 118 2% 
SENMOR e 112 63 43 6 SEs0R Ss 7 x) 22 6 


Table V-2. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Services Provided to | Courts of Appeals ey ee aa © eh Services Received From 
“a Participations in | 
Judgee Appeale Disposed of Judges | 
Providing —— —. — Providing ‘ 
Service After After Service 
Orel sion on Judicial = 
Circuit Statue No. Totel Hearing Briets Action Status No. Total 
an  -——S 
7TH 16 262 106 76 20 6 6 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE . : . . . ACTIVE . : 
SENIOR 6 131 73 48 10 SENIOR 2 4 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 1 1 . 1 . ACTIVE 1 1 
SENIOR 4 130 93 27 10 SENIOR 3 3 
6TH 69 970 668 236 6/7 Ay 346 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE . . . . . ACTIVE . . 
SENIOR 24 651 398 191 62 SENIOR 6 34 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 20 160 134 24 2 ACTIVE 20 160 
SENIOR 16 159 136 20 3 SENIOR 13 182 
OTH 54 748 625 179 “4 62 928 
APPEALS APPEALS. 
ACTIVE . . . . . ACTIVE 3 80 
SENIOR 12 228 156 55 17 SENIOR 7 308 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 24 278 202 70 6 ACTIVE 23 256 
SENIOR 18 242 167 54 21 SENIOR 19 284 


45] 


Participations in 
Appeels Disposed of 
—_— ae 

After Submis- 

Oral sion on 
Hearing Briets 
. 8 
4 
1 
3 
203 47 
31 2 
134 24 
128 21 
650 259 
64 14 
187 115 
185 65 
214 65 
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Table V-2. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Services Provided to Courts of Appeals Services Received From Other Courts 
————_ ——_—<_—$._.... . ___ es 
Participations in Participations in 
Judges Appeals Disposed of Judges Appeals Disposed of 
Providing Providi ne — -_—— 
Service After After — After After 
After Submis- Other After Submis- Other 
Oral sion on Judicial Oral sion on Judicial 
Circuit Status No. Total Hearing Briets Action Status No. Total Hearing Briets Action 
10TH "1 118 62 47 9 14 139 77 §3 y 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE . . . ACTIVE . . . . 
SENIOR 1 1 1 SENIOR 5 24 18 6 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 6 57 25 27 5 ACTIVE 6 57 25 27 5 
SENIOR 4 60 36 20 4 SENIOR 3 58 34 20 4 
’ 11TH 27 255 32 19 44 506 467 17 22 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE . . . . . ACTIVE . - . . - 
SENIOR 8 90 65 20 5 SENIOR 15 195 186 4 5 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 6 36 35 . 1 ACTIVE 6 36 35 . 1 
SENIOR 13 180 155 12 13 SENIOR 23 275 246 13 16 
SPECIAL COURTS 14 275 180 64 31 
INT'L. TRADE 7 203 133 46 24 
ACTIVE 6 198 131 45 22 
SENIOR 1 5 2 1 2 
FEDERAL CIRCUIT 7 72 47 18 7 
ACTIVE 4 27 16 11 . 
SENIOR 3 45 31 7 7 
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Table X-1A. 
U.S. District Courts—Weighted and Unweighted Filings per Authorized Judgeship 
During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 (Criminal Felony Defendants Only) 


Weighted Filings per Judgeship Unweighted Filings per Judgeship 
District Judgeships Civil Criminal Total 95% Confidence interval Civil Criminal Total 
TOTAL 642 327 187 484 452 -516 373 102 474 
Dc 15 200 65 265 239 -291 214 38 252 
1ST 
ME 3 209 102 311 288 -334 231 55 286 
MA 13 249 77 326 297 -355 240 46 286 
NH 3 205 117 322 301 -344 237 64 301 
Ri 3 216 73 288 267 -309 218 49 267 
PR 7 188 169 357 332 -383 226 86 313 
2ND 
CT 8 338 69 407 369 - 446 323 43 365 
NY,N 5 336 152 488 451 -526 409 107 515 
NYE 15 406 192 598 557 -639 532 108 640 
NY,S 28 330 137 467 431 -504 330 73 403 
NY,W 4 307 189 497 457 -536 354 118 472 
VT 2 198 158 356 334 -377 223 96 319 
3RD 
DE 4 175 47 221 179 -264 180 31 211 
NJ 17 330 98 428 396 - 461 348 57 404 
PA,E 22 310 78 389 356 -421 301 44 346 
PA,M 6 275 105 380 355 - 404 350 64 414 
PA,W 10 254 53 307 284 -331 292 35 327 
4TH 
MD 10 367 94 462 427 -496 434 59 494 
NCE 4 295 220 514 479 -549 386 126 512 
NC,M 4 238 202 440 411 -470 303 122 425 
NC,W 3 310 392 703 651 -754 340 247 587 
SC 9 338 206 544 511 -576 435 128 563 
VA.E 10 345 228 572 534 -611 439 140 579 
VA,W 4 293 186 479 447 -510 402 104 506 
WV,N 3 178 97 274 257 -292 200 53 253 
WV,S 5 201 94 295 270 -321 253 57 311 


Table X-1A. (September 30, 1998——-Continued) 


Weighted Filings per Judgeship Unweighted Filings per Judgeship 

Judgeships Civil Criminal Total 95% Confidence Interval Civil Criminal Total 
LAE 12 284 63 347 304 -391 291 36 327 
LAM 3 287 rT) 368 342 -394 352 52 403 
LAW 7 266 83 349 319 -378 324 45 368 
MS,N 3 348 93 442 408 -476 374 55 429 
MS,S 6 312 a2 404 375 -434 349 56 405 
TX,N 12 382 168 550 513 -588 452 108 560 
TX,E 7 343 168 511 478 -544 607 97 704 
TX,S 18 284 283 567 516 -617 338 212 550 
TX,wW 10 258 583 841 746 -936 309 412 721 
KY.E 4.50 338 188 525 479 -572 502 123 626 
KY,W 4.50 247 101 348 325 -370 331 64 395 
MLE 15 752 103 855 602 -1,109 643 65 708 
Mi,w 4 307 149 456 420 - 492 387 100 486 
OH.N 12 376 133 509 468 -550 799 77 877 
OH,S 8 336 146 483 447 -518 368 91 459 
TNE 5 305 154 459 429 - 490 352 93 445 
TN.M 4 340 97 437 404 - 469 377 59 437 
TN.W 5 276 141 417 387 -447 308 99 407 
IL.N 22 359 50 403 372 -446 378 32 410 
iL.C 4 240 145 386 359 -412 299 93 392 
iL,S 4 251 201 452 424 -479 320 115 435 
IN.N 5 291 143 434 405 - 463 352 82 434 
INS 5 454 84 538 494 -583 504 55 559 
WILE 4 286 123 409 375 -443 328 81 409 
WI.w 2 345 103 448 410 - 487 443 67 509 
AR,E 5 334 176 510 475 -546 431 100 530 
AR.W 3 256 85 341 317 -366 340 55 395 
IAN 2 209 174 383 350 - 416 253 109 361 
IA,S 3 244 221 465 425 -505 327 142 469 
MN 7 439 125 563 498 -628 412 70 482 
MO,E 8 297 152 449 418 -480 311 88 398 
MO,W 6 331 155 486 450 -522 411 93 504 
NE 4 254 210 464 425 -504 267 131 398 
ND 2 117 193 311 279 -343 138 117 255 
SD 3 117 301 418 363 -473 142 163 304 
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Table X-1A. (September 30, 1998—Contiiiued) 


Weighted Filings per Judgeship Unweighted Filings per Judgeship 
District Judgeships Civil Crominal Total 95% Confidence intervai Civil Criminal Total 
TH 
AK 3 151 99 250 231 -269 160 72 232 
AZ 8 344 490 834 745 -923 388 374 762 
CA.N 14 381 72 453 412 -494 429 47 476 
CAE 7 398 193 591 547 -635 535 150 685 
CA,C 27 354 121 475 439 -510 415 82 497 
CAS 8 290 716 ,006 873 -1,139 291 561 852 
HI 4 312 163 475 432 -517 261 97 359 
ID 2 239 125 364 334 -395 262 80 341 
MT 3 185 180 366 338 -393 197 115 312 
NV 4 543 260 803 745 -860 681 181 862 
OR 6 328 179 507 471 -544 349 139 487 
WA. 4 132 130 262 244 -281 155 96 250 
WA.W 7 361 129 490 440 -540 356 85 440 
10TH 
co 7 384 128 512 474 -551 395 81 476 
KS 6 268 142 410 382 -437 293 85 378 
NM 5 300 314 614 559 -669 316 218 534 
OK.N 3.50 252 126 378 352 -403 281 80 361 
OK,E 1.50 350 90 439 402 -476 423 59 482 
OK,W 6 285 82 367 339 -394 307 49 356 
UT 5 220 160 380 346 -415 203 133 336 
wy 3 122 81 203 188 -217 130 53 183 
11TH 
AL,N 7 475 83 559 507 -610 465 53 518 
AL.M 3 479 151 631 573 -688 487 86 573 
AL,S 3 3904 197 591 538 -643 436 120 556 
FL.N 4 261 186 447 417 -476 372 112 484 
FL.M 11 474 283 757 708 -805 553 166 719 
FL,S 16 354 211 566 524 -608 401 141 542 
GAN 11 ait 119 530 482 -579 401 77 478 
GA.M 4 250 240 490 458 -522 305 125 430 
GA,S 3 301 148 449 421 -478 388 92 480 


NOTE: THE CASE WEIGHTS ARE BASED ON THE 1987-1993 DISTRICT COURT TIME STUDY CONDUCTED BY THE FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER. THIS TABLE EXCLUDES CIVIL CASES ARISING BY REOPENING, REMAND. APPEAL 
FROM A MAGISTRATE JUDGE DECISION. OR TRANSFER TO THE DISTRICT BY THE ORDER OF THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION TRANSFERS AND REOPENS OF FELONY DEFENDANTS ARE INCLUDED 
THIS TABLE EXCLUDES DATA FOR THE TERRITORIAL COURTS THE DISTRICTS WEIGHTED FILINGS ARE PRESENTED IN CONJUNCTION WITH A 95% CONFIDENCE INTERVAL TO INDICATE THE STATISTICAL VARIABILITY OF 
THE ESTIMATES. 
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Table X-4. (September 30, 1996—Continued) 
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Table X-4. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Total Total 
Civil Civil Stock. Employ-| Other | Prisoner | Other 
Cases | Cases | holder | Other Real Tort ment Civil Civii | Prisoner 
Circult and District 1007 1908 Suits | Contract | Property | Actions | Antitrust] Voting | Rights | Rights | Rights’ [Petitions | RICO’) ERISA’ 
oTH 345 503 45 2 26 18 10 54 7 3 . 2 yw 
AZ 46 76 3] 2 4 1 6 2 . : 4 
CA,N 197 271 8 i. 10 7 23 2 1 2 2 
CA.E 5 9 1 2 1 . . 
CA,C 7 4) 22 5 : 
CAS 3 43 4 1 § : 2 
HI 22 19 1 4 6 1 1 
10 9 3 J . 
mT 10 6 2 1 1 1 
NV 1 . . . 
OR 19 16 1 1 2 . 
WA,E 16 10 2 1 . 1 
WA.W rt) 9 2 1 1 
GUAM 1 
NMI 
10TH 76 104 6 1 7 1 7 1 5 1 . 1 3 
co 34 65 4 6 1 4 1 . 1 
KS A 2 . . 1 1 . 
NM 9 6 1 1 1 
OK,N 6 4 1 3 . 
OK,E 2 3 1 1 1 
OK,W 8 5 1 . 1 . 
UT 1 14 2 1 3 1 
wy 2 5 1 4 . 
11TH 627 737 59 3 204 38 49 55 20 9 . . 13 
AL,N 290 314 2 232 Bl i) . . 1 
AL,M 96 101 1 38 16 12 i) 2 3 
ALS 4 10 5 . 1 1 . . 
FL.N 29 28 1 25 . 1 1 . . 
FL.M 61 82 1 1 6 3 7 9 5 4 2 
FL,S 69 76 11 . 8 . 4 13 . . 1 
GA,N 53 105 2 . 3 10 7 u 1 1 2 
GA.M 16 1 1 . . . 3 1 3 1 . 
GA,S ) 10 1 2 2 - 1 4 
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Other 

Labor All 
Suite | SCE****| Other 
21 249 40 

1 27 16 

10 180 10 

2 5 . 

2 6 § 

1 27 . 

1 1 

4 5 1 

. 1 5 

3 2 

2 46 6 

2 38 2 

2 1 

3 . 

3 3 

27 95 63 

2 17 18 

1 9 

2 

4 20 6 

3 27 9 

17 30 18 


* THIS CATEGORY INCLUDES PRISON CONDITION CASES 

** RICO « RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS 
*** ERISA «= EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT 

**** SCE = SECURITIE S/COMMODITIE S/E XCHANGE 
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Table X-5. 
U.S. District Courts—Class Action Civil Cases Commenced, by Basis of Jurisdiction and Nature of Suit, 


During the Twelve-Month Period Ended September 30, 1998 


MILLER ACT 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 

RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS 
AND ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS 
VETERANS’ OVERPAYMENT 
OTHER 

OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 


REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 
FORECLOSURE 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT 
TORTS TO LANDANCLUODING 

PRODUCT LIABILITY 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 


TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 


PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 
PERSONAL INJURY/ 
PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL 
AIRPLANE 
MARINE 
MOTOR VEHICLE 
ASBESTOS 
OTHER 


OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 
AIRPLANE 
MARINE 
MOTOR VEHICLE 
ASSAULT, LIBEL, AND SLANDER 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 
OTHER 
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23 
23 
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16 
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Table X-5. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


1997 


1998 


Federal Diversity of 


Jurisdiction 


BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL 
APPEAL (26 U.S.C. 158) 
WITHDRAWAL (28 U.S.C. 157) 


CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL 
VOTING 
EMPLOYMENT 
HOUSING AND ACCOMMODATIONS 
WELFARE 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 


COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 
DEPORTATION 


PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 
HABEAS CORPUS - GENERAL 
HABEAS CORPUS - DEATH PENALTY 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
PRISON CONDITION* 


FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 
DRUG-RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 


Boanwea. 


31 
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Table X-5. (September 30, 1998—Continued) 


Total 


FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 


CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES 


OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 


‘ —_ -— ‘ 


14 


213 


Table X-5. (September 30, 1996—Continued) 
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